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CHRONOLOGY OF * THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 





THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVI[I[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 


Aimon's Debates, 24 vols. ; 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., Xe. 


Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 





CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. 


1066-1760 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. IIL. to 40 Gro. IIT. 
1760-1800 
(First PARLIAMENT.) 

VORSO cick AY GRO. TEE, 2. .cic5.¥ 1801 


» 
) 
ay BO. edecaeek 42 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 


WOES. svvxcasde 42 Geo. III. ......1802-3 


DEBATES. 
First Series. 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) 


Vol. 1 & 92...44 Guo. If. ...... 1803-4 | 
—- $8.40 3.40 —— _wSenala 1805 
— 68 


(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. II ...... 1806-7 


(FourTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 9 to 11...48 Geo. III....... 1807-8 | 
— 12— 1]4...49 com | ateulsied 1809 
== 15 — 17.50 a ee 1810 
— 18 — 20...5l — 1810-11 
sae) BI = 95. — — eaceee 1812 


(FirTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 24 to 26...53 Geo, III. .... 1812-13 


— 27 & 28...54 ae 1813-14 
— 29 to 31...55 — ... 1814-15 
— 32 — 34...56 — heen 1816 
— 35 & 36...57 a veces 1817 
— 37 — 38...58 See | Aienas 1818 


7...46 — — seeeee 1806 








| (SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 


I Vol. 39 & 40...59 Gro. IIL ...... 1819 
ie eee: so = . ee 


' Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Wit. I. to 34 Geo. IL. | 


Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV. —1820 to 1839. 
(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Va iw 3...) Gael... 1820 
-- t& 5... 2 a 1821 
— 6=—— 1... 3 et) ) Sela Mlare 1822 
as, Ghee GE. A ae eegese 1825 
-— 10—11... 5 pret pipe 1824 
— 12—143... 6 —— 1825-6 
— 14—15... 7 eS baln 1826 
(EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Wee 16 cacissces t CO ERs ascsen 1826 
aes BE csinwntive 8 ee 1827 
— 18 & 19... 9 — —deeeee 1828 
— 20— 21...10 sp baie 1829 
— 99-to 25...11 = kas 1830 


Third Series. 
REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 


(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Toa. ft to 3. F Wee enc 1830-1 


(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 4 to S... 2 Wut. IV. ...... 1831 
as Dias [and eee ee ae 1832 


(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 15 to 20... 4 WiLL. IV....... 1833 
| — 21 — 25... 5 re elie 1854 
(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 26 to 30... 6 Wi. IV....... 1835 
— 31 — 35... 7 —— asian 1836 
— 36 — 38... 8 te ila 1837 
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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ” -cont. 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 
(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


39 to 44... 1 Vicroria 


45 — 50... 
51 — 55... 
56 — 58... 


Hm 9 Lo 


(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


72 — 76... 7 
77 — 82... 8 


(a) 1847 


(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Dr esetsssias 10 VICTORIA 
96 to 101...11 
102 —107...12 
108 —113...13 
194 —118...14 
119 —192...15 


(b) 1847 
1848 


(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


St ee 15 VICTORIA 


124 to 129...16 
130 —135...17 
136 —139...18 
140 —143...19 
BM? Svesteene 20 


(b) 1 18: 
@ 


nt St wt 


“IO Ole WL 


(a) 185 


(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


. 145 to 147...20 Vicrorta 


148 —151 ..21 
152 —153...22 


(b) 1857 


ee 1858 


(a) 1859 


(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


. 154 to 155...22 Victoria 


156 —160...23 
161 —164...24 
165 —168...25 
169 —172...26 
173 —176...27 
177 —180...28 


(b) 1859 | 


(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


. 181 to 184...29 VicTrorIA 


185 -—189...30 
190 —193...31 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 194 to 198...32 Vicroria 
- 199 —203 33 





i S88..45 
| — 974&975..45 — 
—- So. 8 — Kis 1883 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT-—cont.) 


Vol. 204 to 208...34 VICTORIA ...... 1871 
209 —213...35 me sae 1872 
seees | — a ss BTS 
Esse 1839 | 
—e 1840 | (TWENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 
(a) 1841 | Vol. 218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ...... 1874 
—- 222 —226...38 =e 1875 
— 227 —231...39 a Ges 1876 
| — 232 —236...40 ne ye 1877 
b) 18 
a 1878 
eee 1843 | — 243 —249...42 — ... 1878-9 
R44 = 250 & 251...48 — (a) 1880 
renee 1845 (TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 


| Vol. 252 to 256...43 VictorIA (b) 1880 
— 257 -—269...44 a 1881 
(a) 1882 
(b) 1882 


— 284 —292...47 = aan 1884 


| — 293 —-301...48 — ... 1884-5 


(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 


9 | Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicrorIA (a) 1886 


(TWenTy-FourTH PARL‘AMENT.) 


Vol. 308 & 309...49 Vicroria (b) 1886 


| —— 310 to 321...50 — Prope eyo) 
—~ S22 —3s2...51 SS eae 1888 
mm B50 ——040;,.02 Se ap US 1889 
— 341 —348...53 Sa 1890 

| —- 349 —356...54 _ ... 1890-1 


Fourth Series. 
(1 ['WENTY-FoURTH PARLIAMENT—vont.) 


Vol. 1to 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
(TWENTY-FIrTH PARLIAMENT.) 

a Serer 56 VICTORIA ...... 1892 

— 8 to 21...57 — .. 1893-4 

| — 22 — 29...57 =" basis 1894 

— 30 — 35...58 eee eee 1895 


Belk ee (TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Tego | Vol. 36 ........48 59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
fea? 1263 | — 37 to 44...59 —- ... 1895-6 
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eS WN tanned 3 i (aaa 1900 
be phe! sn66) — FO ccs —s woe0eeL YOO 
is ee 1867; — 80 .........63 — ssea00d BOO 
Ls CY i, | ererrerre 63 nT 1900 
mm BR kssies cs 63 a 1900 
ae... 63 nT 1900 
— &4 63&64 -—- wn. 1900 
1868-9. ee MD ccna 64 no 1900 
pen 1879} — 86 .........64 ~~ svaees 900 








Prin 
Lord 
Lord 
Lord 
First 
Secr 


Cha 
Firs 
Lor 
Lor 
Pres 
Sec 
Pres 
Cha 
Firs 
Pres 


Post 
Parl 
Fine 
Chie 
Vice 
Sect 


Lor 





wm WwW b= © 





HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of 
SALISBURY, K.G. 
Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Lord Privy Seal Rt. Hon. Viscount Cross, G.C.B., G.C.S.1. 
First Lord of the Treasury ——-Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Secretaries of State-—— 
Home Department Rt. Hon. Sir MATTHEW WHITE RIDurEY, Be. 
Colonial Rt. Hon. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Most Hon. Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L 
India Rt. Hon. Lord GEOR Gk HAMILTON. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer tt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
First Lord of the Admiralty Rt. Hon. GEORGE JOACHIM GOSCHEN. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. CHARLES THOMSON RITCHIE. 
Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFoUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. HENRY CHAPLIN. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 
First Commissioner of Works Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 
President of the Board of Agriculture Rt. Hon. WALTER H. Lona. 






































NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Postmaster-General—— Marquess of L: INDONDERRY, KG. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——Ré. Hen. ut. W. HANBuRY, M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Lreland- Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFourR, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Committee of Council tt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty —-W. G. ELLISON MACARTNEY, Esq., M.P. 
H. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury-——; WILLIAM HAYES FISHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lord ‘STANLEY, M.P. 
Admiral Sir F. W. RicHarps, G.C B 
[ Vice-Atimiral Sir F. G. D. Beprorp, K.C.B. 
Lords of the Admiralty——, Rear-Admiral A. kK. Witson, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 
J. AUSTEN CHAMBER _ Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Ottice-——Rt. Hon. St. JoHN Bropaick, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office —Rt. Hon. joa CoLLINGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Otfice——Rt. Hon. Earl of SELBORNE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Otfice——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Ottice GEORGE WYNDHAM, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade —-Rt. Hon. me of DUDLEY, 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board RUSSELL, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Seeretary, War Office J. POWELL- WILLIAMS, eu, ; M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Fivnay, Q.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. E. Carson, Q.C., M.P. 























vi HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE —(Conz.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 





Judge Advocate-General 
and Admiralty Courts. 

Lord Chamberlain Rt. Hon. Earl of Hoprroun, G.C.M.G. 

Vice-Chamberlain Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWEs, M.P. 

Lord Steward Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 

Master of the Horse His Grace the Duke of PORTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 

Paymaster-General His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 

Comptroller of the Household Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 

Treasurer of the Household Viscount CURZON, M.P. 

Master of the Buckhounds Rt. Hon. Earl of COVENTRY, 

Captain Yeoman of the Guard Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 

‘General Rt. Hon. Viscount Bripport, G.C.B. (permanent) 

Rt. Hon. Earl of Kinrore, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 

Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.1L., G.C.LE. 

Rt 

Rt 

Rt 





























Lords-in-Waiting 





. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
. Hon. Lord BAcor. 


SCOTLAND. 
Chief Secretary Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
Lord Justice-General Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFoUR. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, Q.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspurau, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of Montross, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General CHARLES Scorr-Dickson, Esq., Q.C. 




















IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Lord ASHROURNE. 
Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFour, M.P. 





Under Secretary Kt. Hon. Sir DAvID HARREL, K.C.B. 
Attorney-General Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P. 
Solicitor-General—Gro. Wricut, Esq. 





PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees Rt. Hon. Earl of MorRLEy. 

Clerk of Parliaments HeENkY J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Publie Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq. 

Senior Clerks—— 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Oiticer of Private Bill Costs 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——A. HARRISON, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs 
TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees—J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks——F.. SkENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GORDON, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. RoBrnson, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. BippuLpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. ; 
C. H&ADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HorHaM, Esq. 

Accountant——(. FULKES, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. Cuurt ; Assistant Copyist Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers Messrs. W. WorFELL, A. A. WoRFELL, C. E. Cu1zLett, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
LockE, J. McMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 




















It. W. Monro, Esq. 
K. F. 























Librarian —. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 
Assistant Librarian A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 
Messenger Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 





Examiners for Standing Orders 


C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
J. W. G. Bonpb, Esq. 





Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. S. BIDDULPH, G.C.B. 
Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. BUTLER. 


Serjeant-at-Arms—— Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O., C.S.L. 


Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divoree, 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) vil 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 
Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. 
Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WILLIAMS. 
Shorthand Writer W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 
Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 
First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 
Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Stop». 
Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. Woo.Acotrt, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 
Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATEs. 
Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 
Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords Mr. T. KENDRICK. 


) TAN 7 Al vA yon ’ TOT B 1 1 Ct 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Clerk of the House of Commons ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk- Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. Gibsons, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office R. DICKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Oftice J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —-F. St. GreorGE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoYLe, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks S. L. Smmeon, Esq. ; ArtHur IL DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HowE BROWNE, 
Esq.; HORACE WEST, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. Buu, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS Wynn, Esq.; W. E. GRey, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. BOND, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, be 5 

Junior Clerks H. C. DAWKINS, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 

. H. FeLi, Esq.; R. E. CHrupers, Esq. ; J. Scorr PorTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
R. A, AUSTEN LEIGH, Esq.; W. T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBONS, Esq. ; 
A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Oftice Clerk in Committee Office Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Ottice Clerk in Journal Office Mr. A. A, TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant Lieut.-Col. Hon. E. H. LEGGE. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. Wixson, Mr. M. [INGLEFIELD. 

Ottice Messenger Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. H. HAmMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraFt, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hints, Mr. J. SpRAGuE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprRAy, Mr. G. TYE, Mr. R, 
Hopsy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class)——Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mnr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant-——Mr. W, 
BROADBENT ; Porters Messrs J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster Mr. EpbMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House Rev. Canon BAsIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Spéaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. E. CHANDOs LEIGH, Q.C., C.B. 

Trainbearer. Mr. J. FRENCH, 

Messenger Mr. G. T. VINEY. 

Referee of Private Bills ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk J. W. G. Bonpb, Esq: ; 

Librarian. R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library—Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 

Vote Office—— 

Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILuick, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks P. E, Smiru, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 
Printers——- 
Journals——G,. E. BRISCOE Eyrk, Esq. 
Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 
Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. Horsey. 
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TABLE OF CONTENTS 
VOLUME LXXXVI. 


NINTH VOLUME OF SESSION 1900. 


LORDS: MONDAY, 16TH JULY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No 14) ; Coventry Corporation ; Shannon 
Water and Electric Power; Hastings Corporation; Alexandra Park ; 
Great Indian Peninsular Railway Company ; Southport Corporation. The 
same were ordered to lie on the Table ‘ 


Baker Street and Waterloo esate oe es from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments 


South Metropolitan aed wenlie winie from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments ... * siti ‘as ae ee ; 


Portland Urban District Gas Bill ; Sunderland oe ation Bill iis L om 


Reported with Amendments ... 


Tottenham Urban District Council Bill— Moved, That the Order made on 
the 12th day of March last, “That no Private Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday, the 26th 
day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2¢; 
agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed. The Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selection... 


Fraser Settled Chattels Bill [H.L.]—Read 3", and passed, and sent to the 


Commons.. 


Jarrow and Hebburn Electricity Supply Bill; Hastings Tramways Bill 
—Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and passed, and “returned to the 
Commons 


Belfast and County Down Railway Bill—Read 3, with the Amendment, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons ... — eile was és 


Page 


Lo 





x TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


July 16.) 


Durham (County of) Electric Power Supply Bill; Lancashire Electric 
Power Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read 14, ‘and referred to the 
Examiners 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill {11.1.]; Electric Light- 
ing Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [1.1 Tes from the Commons 
agreed to 


Great Eastern Railway Bill; London and St. Katherine Docks and East 
and West India Dock Companies Bill ; St. Albans Water Bill—Returned 
from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to on oe 


Donegal Railway Bill [H.L.] ; Great Southern and Western Railway Bill 
[H.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments: The 
said Amendments considered, and agree ed to 


South Staffordshire Tramways Bill aaa L ——— from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments - , si ve ite 


Gas Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill [H.L.|—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendment agreed to ie vs oe oe ie 


East London Water Bill: Rochdale Corporation Bill ; East Ham‘ Corpora- 
tion Bill ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Plymouth, 
Stonehouse and Devonport Tramways Bill; Croydon Tramways and im- 
provements bill ; London County Tramw: ays (No. 1) Bill ; London County 
Tramways (No. 2) Bill; Kingscourt, Keady and Armagh Railway Bill ; 
Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Railway Bill ; Great Northern Railway 
Bill—KReport from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords 
be proposed to the House to form the Select Committee for the considera- 
tion of the said Bills, viz. :—M. Bath, E. Camperdown (Chairman), L. de 
Ramsey, L. Monkbretton, L. Stanmore ; agreed to; and the said Lords 
appointed accordingly. The Committee to meet on Wednesday next, at 
Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to 
the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Perth and Paisley Gas Provisional Orders Bill—Moved, That the Order 
made on the 12th day of March last, “ That no Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bill brought before the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Tuesday the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read a second time; agreed to. Bill read 2" 
accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the whole House ... 


Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Moved, That the Order 
of the 12th of March last, “ That no Provisional Order Contirmation Bill 
brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after 
Tuesday the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill 
be now read a second time; agreed to ; Bill read 2* accordingly, and 
committed. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill——House in Committee 
(according to Order). Amendments made; Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; the Report of Amendments to be received To-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to Order). Bill reported without amendment. Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow ... 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill— Amendments 


reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill—House in Committee (according to Order). Bills reported 
without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills to be 
read 3° To-morrow 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to Order). Amendments made ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
the Report of Amendments to be received To-morrow 


London (St. Marylebone) Provisional Order Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1¢; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. 


(No. 188.) 


Local Government Provisional Orders Bill—Suspension of Standing 
Orders; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 10) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 15) bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill—Moved, “That the Order of the 12th of March last, ‘That 
no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday the 26th day of June 
next,’ be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now read a second time.”— 
(Lord Harris) 

The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 
On Question agreed to ; Bills read 2¢ accordingly. 
The Earl of Denbigh 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill; Local 
Government (Lreland) Pr ovisional Orders (Housing of W orking Classes) ( No. 
2) Bill- ere ed, “That the Order of the 12th of March last, ‘ That no 
Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tuesday the 26th day of June next,’ be 
dispensed with, and that the Bills be now read a second time.”"—(The Earl 
of Denbigh.) 


The Earl of Morley 


On Question, agreed to. Bills read 2“ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 





Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—Committed. The Committees to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selection... 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 13) Bill—Committed to a Committee of the whole House 
To-morrow bis - si oor si wat aa ote 
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Local Government Provisional Orders ne 15) ie to a 
Committee of the whole House ae 


Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of the Working 
Classes) Bill— Committed to a Committee of the whole House 
To-morrow : a ie ae ise ane She hy 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Navy (Courts-MartiAL)—Returns of the number of Courts-martial held and 
summary punishments inflicted on seamen of the Royal Navy, ete., 
during the year 1899... 


SourH ArricA—Further correspondence relating to affairs in South Africa 
(in continuation of (Cd. 43], January 1900) 


RaiLway Rerurns—Return as to the capital, traffic, receipts, and working 
expenditure, etc., of the railway companies of the United Kingdom, for 
the year 1899 ... , se 


InpDIA (AccoUNTS AND Estimates, 1900- isa ae memorandum 
by the Secretary of State for India ... ; 


Mint—Thirtieth Annual Report of the Deputy Master and Comptroller of 
the Mint, for 1900. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; - na ai Noe 


Pusitic Works Loan Boarp—Twenty-fifth Annual Report, 1898-99 ; with 
appendices aie — — ve 


SUPERANNUATION—Treasury Minute, dated 6th July, 1900, granting a 
retired allowance to Mr. T. G. Pinches, first class assistant at the british 
Museum, under Section 2 of the Superannuation Act, 1887 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S Funp-—Account of the receipt and expenditure under 
the Seamen’s Fund W iid Act, from 1st January to 31st December, 
1899 a vi . 


TECHNICAL INsTrucTION Act, 1889—Minute of the Board of Education 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Technical 
Instruction Act, 1889, for the county borough of Oldham, seventh 
minute ... 


PoLLING Districts (YORKSHIRE, WEST RipinG)—Order made by the County 
Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire constituting polling. districts and 
polling places in the Parliament: ary Divisions of Shipley, : Sowerby, and 
Colne Valley. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table se ie oe a“ 


QUEEN ANNE'S Bounty BoarpD—RKeport from the Joint Committee (with 
the proceedings of the Committee) made, and to be printed. (No. 186).. 


Home DEFENCE—MILITARY RESOURCES. 
The Earl of Wemyss 


INDIAN FAMINE—PRESENT OUTLOOK—Question, Lord Sandhurst ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for India (The Earl of Onslow) 
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RITUALISM IN THE CHURCH. 


DISCUSSION :-— 
The Earl of Portsmouth... 10 The Prime Minister and Seeretary 
The Lord Archbishop of of State for Foreign Affairs 
Canterbury “ee See NS (The Marquess of Salisbury) ... 


The Eurl of Cranbrook ... 24 Viscount Halifas er sis 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester ... 


Members of Local Authorities Relief Bill [1.L.]|—House in Committee 
(according to Order). 
The Duke of Northumberland 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 1, line 9, to leave out ‘ private,’ and in line 10, to leave 
out ‘ private.’”—(Zhe Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Other Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 3 amended and agreed to. 
Bill recommitted to the Standing Committee; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 187). 


Workmen’s Compensation ‘Act (1897) Extension Bill — |Tuirp 
READING |—Order of the Day for the Third Reading read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(Viscount Cross.) 


The Earl of Wemyss en Oo Viscount Cross 








On Question, agreed to. 
Bill read 3* accordingly, with the Amendment, and passed, and returned 


to the Commons. 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill [4.L.]—House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


The Eurl of Dartrey jie, ae The Earl of Mayo aie on 
The Lord Chancellor of Ire- 
land (Lord Ashbourne) ... 39 


Clauses agreed to. 
Bill reported without amendment, and recommitted to the Standing 


Committee. 
Veterinary Surgeons (Amendment) Bill—House in Committee (according 
to Order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; and recommitted to the 


Standing Committee ... ane eae 
House adjourhed at Seven of the clock. 
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COMMONS: MONDAY, 16TH JULY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Durham (County of) Electric Power Supply Bill [By Orper] 


amended, considered. 





Motion made and Question proposed, “‘That Standing Orders 223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the third time.”—(J/r. 


Caldwell.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Hertfordshire, 
S.IV.) +P ee Hertford) Be psi 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill [By Onrprr]—As 
amended, considered. 
Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that 
the Bill be now read the third time.—(.Mr. Caldwell.) 
Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[Lords]—Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [10th 
July}, “That the Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 


(London) Bill [Lords] be committed to a Select Committee.”—(Lord 
Hugh Cecil.) 


Question again proposed—Debate resumed. 


DIscUSSION :— 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 49 The Vice-President of the Com- 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) 44 mittee of Council on Education 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity) +s 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn 
Bill committed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [Lords] to leave out Plan No. 41 in the Schedule.”—(l/r. 
Causton.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Hugh Cecil... ss6 OO Sir J. Gorst —... ae 
Mr. Flower — ee | Mr. Causton (Southwark, IV.) 


Question put, and negatived. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs [LORDS] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.:—Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow ... s F 
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Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways oedipal: Amend- 
ments considered and agreed to, with an Amendment : uae 


Lee Conservancy Bill; North Metropolitan Railw ay and Canal Bill—Lords 
Amendments considered and agreed to a owe a suf 


Falkirk and District Water Bill ‘ie Read the third time, and 


passed, with Amendments 


Westgate and Birchington Water Bill [Lords]—Read the third time, 


and passed, without Amendment 


Dearne Valley Railway Bill ‘ae ll —Not amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time ue ou aes — Bey a 


Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas Bill [Lords]; London Sea 
Water Supply Bill [Lords|—As amended, considered ; to be read the 


third time 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill [Lords]—As amended, considered ; 


an amendment made ; Bill to be read the third time 


Lancashire Electric Power Bill [by Order|—As amended, considered. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read thet hird time.—(J/r. ane dill accordingly read 
the third time, and passed ca - 


Caledonian Railway Bill [Lords]; Morley Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 
te Eastern and London, er and Dover Railways Bill eins Je 
Read a second time, and committed . 


North Metropolitan Electric Power ae Bill [By C faoiie Ordered, 
That in the case of the North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill 
Standing Orders 84, 214, and 239 be suspended, and that the Bill be now 

taken into consideration, provided amended prints shall have been 
euiniae deposited.—(Mr. Caldwell.) Bill, as amended, considered 
accordingly ; to be read the third time ye 





Gas Provisional Order _ 3) ousiiioaniel Amendment considered and 
agreed to ‘ or 7 aa = ee aoe 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill ont —Read the third = and 
passed, with Amendments aes aie me 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [1 ois} Red the third _ and — 
without Amendment ... 


Edinburgh (Housing of the Working Classes) aes Scheme 
Provisional Order Bill ; Paisley Waterworks Provisional Order Bill— 
Read a second time, and committed .. a es ra poe 


STANDING OrDERS—Resolutions aint from the Committee :—1. “That in 
the case of the Workington Railways and Docks Bill [Lords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with, on condition that the powers contained 
in Clause 131 to the London and North-Western Railway Company be 
struck out of the Bill, and that the powers to the Cleator and Wor kington 
Junction Railway Company be also struck out of the Bill, unless it be 
proved before the Committee to whom the Bill is referred that the Bill 
has been submitted to and approved by the last-named Company :—That 
the Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been com- 
plied with.” 
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“That, in the case of the Crystal Palace Company Bill [Lords], the 
Sti aes Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be per- 
mitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


3. “That, in the case of the Military Maneuvres Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought not to be dispensed with.” 


First two Resolutions agreed to. 


Report to lie upon the Table... 


Crystal Palace Company Bill [Lords]—Report [this day] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time.—(Mr. Caldwell) 


Workington Railways and Docks Bill [Lords]—Report [this day] from 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time. —(Mr, Caldwell) 


Motherwell and Bellshill Railway Bil] [Lords]|—Reported, with Amend- 


ments ; Report to lie upon the table, and to be printed 


Rotherhithe and Ratcliff Tunnel Bill [Lords]—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to Amendments to—Edin- 
burgh District Lunacy Board Bill {Lords}, Falkirk Corporation Bill [Lords], 
Rhymney Railway Bill [Lords], Cork Electric Tramw ays Bill [Lords], with- 


out Amendment. 


That they have passed the Bill intituled, “An Act to authorise the 
sale of the chattels bequeathed and settled by the will and codicils of the 
late Sir William Augustus Fraser, Bart., deceased, and to declare the 


trusts of the proceeds of such sale ; and for other purposes.” Fraser 
Settled Chattels Bill [Lords] ... 


Fraser Settled Chattels Bill {Lords]—Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills bea 


PETITIONS. 


Military Manceuvres Bill—Petition of Belfast City and District Water 
Commissioners against dispensing with the Standing Orders ; Referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders 


Sale of ert Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petition from Langley 
Moor, in favour ; to lie upon the Table . » 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Twickenham (two); and Langley Moor; to lie upon the 
Table an we ve iat oe 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions 
in favour, from Kelton ; and Stornoway ; to lie upon the Table ... ‘ 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Mint—Copy presented, of Thirtieth Annual Report of the — Master of 
the Mint, 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 
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Pustic Worxs Loan Boarp-——Copy presented, of Twenty-fifth Annual 
Report (for 1899-1900), with —_——— [by gail to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 274.] ae en ae 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
6th July, 1900, granting to Mr. T. G. Pinches, First Class Assistant at the 
British Museum, a Retired Allowance under the Act [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table ‘ ae ‘ss ‘a wes 


East InpiIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES, 1900-1901)—Copy presented, of 
Explanatory Memorandum by the Secretary of State for India [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table Ae us 


South ArricA—Copy presented, of Further Correspondence relating to 
Affairs in South Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Potting Districts (West RIDING OF YORKSHIRE)—Copy presented, of 
Order made by the County Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire con- 
stituting Polling Districts and Polling Places in “the Parliamentary 
Divisions of Shipley, Sowerby, and Colne V Valley [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table ae Se tan Bee 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION AcT, 1889—Copy presented, of Minute sanction- 
ing the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act, for the County 
Borough of Oldham (Seventh ee dated 2nd July, 1900 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... , P ee sis ass na as 


RarLway Rerurns—Copy Presented, of Return as to the Capital, Traffic 
Receipts, and Working Expenditure, \c., of the Railway Companies of the 
United Kingdom for the year 1899 |by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 13th July ; Jr. ati to lie upon the Table, and to be 


Siac 


printed. [No. 275.] 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S Funp—Account presented, of the Receipts and Expen- 
diture under the Seamen’s Fund Winding-up Act from Ist January to 31st 
December, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 276.] das cas iss sis sist ue sat ae 





Navy (Courts MArtiaAL)—Copy presented, of Return of the number of Courts 
Martial held and Summary Punishments inflicted during the year 1899 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


WorKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT, 1897 (ARMY AND NAVY SERVICE) (MEN 
EmpLOYED)—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 14th June ; 
Mr. IVoods|; to lie upon the Table me ate — 


MEDICAL AND SANITARY ARRANGEMENTS AT THE CAPE sented 
relative thereto [Address 10th oe Sir James ie: to lie _— the 





Table 
QUESTIONS. 
CHINA — ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—RECENT NEWS—REPORTED GENERAL 
MASSACRE OF EUROPEANS IN PEKING—POSITION AT TIENTSIN AND 


Ta-KU—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs a Brodrick, debe 
Guildford) ‘ 


VOL. LXXXVI. [Fourra Sens) ; 
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MEASURES TAKEN FOR SAFETY OF PEKING LEGATIONS-—Question, Mr. Maclean 
(Cardiff) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CoMMUNICATIONS WITH THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT—Question, Mr. Dillon 
(Mayo E.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CoMMAND or THE ALLIED Forces—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick 


CHINA Papers—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Soutu AFRICAN WAR—HospPITAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS——-COMMITTEE 
oF IxQuiny—Questions, Mr, Swift MacNeill (Donegal, $.), and Sir Walter 
Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkestone) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury 


(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... 


DeEsPATCHES— Questions, Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire), and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 


Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Transport RETURN—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, The 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) ... 


MINISTERIAL Crisis IN CAPE CoLONY—Question, Capt. Sinclair ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


MartiaL LAwW—ArreEst OF Mr. JAcopus BotHa—-Question, Sir Wilfrid 
Lawson (Cumberland, Cockermouth) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


MartiaL Law ix Capr Cotony—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... : 


Court MartiAL PUNISHMENTS — Question, Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Mont- 
gomeryshire) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain fe 

CIVIL SURGEONS AT THE FRONT— Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


Fever AT LADYSMITH—Question, Sir Walter Foster ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


TREATMENT OF DISCHARGED SOLDIERS—CASE OF Ropert WeEIR-—Question, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Casuatty Rerurns—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer Mr. Wyndham 


IrtsH MILITIAMEN AND THE HARVEST — Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answer Mr. Wyndham 


Cuetsea HospiraAL GARDEN—Question, Mr. Massey-Mainwaring (Finsbury, 
Central); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Army LANCES—SERJEANT CARTWRIGHT’S CLAIM—Question, Mr. Pike P ae 
(Darlington) ; Answer, The Financial Secret tary to the W ar Office (Mr. - 
Powell- Williams, sirmingham, 8.) 


NAVAL CoNnstRUCTION—INFLAMMABLE Woopwork—Question, Mr. Provand 
(Glasgow, Blackfriars) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. 
G ‘oschen, St. George’s, Hannover " Square) 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH — First GovERNOR-GENERAL OFFICIAL 
REsSIDENCE—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain au Ge Se te ae : 
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INDIAN AND AUSTRALIAN MAILS — Question, Mr. Hogan; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) or 


Mr. 





ASHANTI—NATIVE RISING — INVESTMENT OF COOMASSIE 
Weir; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... 


INDIAN FA) ANCES TO LAND CULTIVATORS — Question, Mr. 
Buchanan; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 





Sr. Pererspurc HerriInG TRADE — Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
3rodrick a 


TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION IN THE CHANNEL ISLANDS AND THE ISLE OF MAN 
—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, "Lancashire, Blackpool) 


VACCINATION PRosECUTIONS—CASE OF F, J. CHATIING.—Question, Mr. Louis 
Sinclair (Essex, Romford) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley 


Lonpon ScHoo. BoaARD—RE-HOUSING SCHEMES.—Question, Mr. Pickersgill 
(Bethnal Green, S.W.) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley 


Dorking RuraL District CouNCcIL.—Question, Mr. Cubitt (Surrey, Reigate) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Chaplin, 
Lincs., Sleaford) ss ies aks ae 


DEVIZES PrISON—WARDER HARGRAVE’S PENSION.—Question, Mr. Goulding 
(Wilts, Devizes); Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


RaILWAy PAssENGERS’ FREE LuGGAGE.—Questions, Sir Cameron Gull (Devon- 
shire, Barnstaple) and Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire West Riding, Elland) ; 
Answers, Mr. Hanbury ots Aa ot oR wes Aa 


Pittar BoXES IN THE METROPOL saleeseuanie Mr. Cohen aaliasilite E )3 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury x im er 





PALACE OF WESTMINSTER—WoORKS Dep: *~LOYEES’ GRIEVANCES. 
—Question, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answer, The First Commis- 
sioner of Works (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 





Foor AND MouTtH DISEASE REGULATIONS IN NORFOLK. — Question, Mr. 
Soames (Norfolk, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas j - 


SANITATION IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham-Murray, Buteshire) a koe 


ScorrisH FisHERIES—AVOCH (Ross-SHIRE) HARBoUR.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham-Murray rr dot x — sas 


DeEporTATION OF PAUPERS TO IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Tyrone, 8.) ... sr wae _ ae wih “ss ie Sie 





GREYSTONES (Co. WICKLOW) F Mr. James O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.) and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury 


LISTOWEL-BALLYBUNION RAILWAY. ae: Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury tin ae see 
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GREEVEGUILLA (Co. Kerry) MArLs.—Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury 5, ek se Ses se cee bes sy 


IrIsH CATTLE SENT TO THE Port oF LONDON.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas ... ae aoe ibs 


MONAGHAN PETTY SESSIONAL APPEALS—CASES OF M‘GUIGAN AND HUGHES. 
-—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary 
for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central)... ee 


Be.rast LAND CoMMISSION—INCREASE OF RENT.--Question, Mr. Samuel 
Young (Cavan, E.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour is wae 


IrntsH LocaL GOVERNMENT— RATE ADJUSTMENTS. — Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour pce = 


Ir1sH Loan FunD Boarp.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


BELFAST RATEs.—Question, Mr. Macaleese; Answer, The Attorney-General 
for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


GLEBE LOANS AcTs.—Question Mr. M‘Ghee (Louth, 8.); Answer, Mr. G. W. 
Balfour... . ies ae os - sp 


INSPECTOR-GENERAL, ROYAL Irish CoNSTABULARY.—Questions, Mr. Flavin 
and Mr. Dillon ; Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour : mS A 


Case or EpmMuND CarmMoNy—Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. G. W. 
Balfour... 5. ; aoe a 


IntsH County Court ADMINISTRATION — Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson : Set ary ‘3 ; 


SuNDAY OPENING OF PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS -.- Questions, Mr. Massey-Main- 
waring ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour . 5 pak me 

Business OF THE House — Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. 
Courtney (Cornwall, Bodmin), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), Mr. 
Arnold-Forster (Belfast, W.), Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.), Mr. 
Maclean and Mr. Flavin; Answers and Statement, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


QUEEN ANNE’s Bounty Boarp (Joint CoMMITTEE) — Report, with Minutes 
of Evidence, from the Joint Committee, brought up, and read ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 277.]... es ‘ae 


Fire BricADEs—Report from the Select Committee, brought up, and read ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 278.] 
Minutes of the Proceedings of the Committee to be printed. [No. 278.] 





MESSAGE FROM THE | *y have agreed to—Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act (1897) Extension Bill, with an Amendment. That they 
have agreed to—Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill, with Amend- 
ments oes ee 


Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill — Lords Amendments to be 
considered upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 299.] 
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Page 
THE IpisH LANGUAGE IN IRISH ScHOOoLS—Proposed motion for adjournment. 
80 Mr. John Redmond x ‘ne me ane im oe a 
Leave for adjournment refused. 
81 BUSINEss OF THE House (SuppLty)—Ordered, That three additional days be 


allowed to the Business of Supply—(J/r 4. J. Balfour.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE, GOVERNMENT BusINESS—Motion made and Ques- 
81 tion proposed, “That, for the remainder of the session, Government 
Business be not interrupted under the provisions of any Standing Order 
regulating the Sittings of the House ; and may be entered upon at any 
82 hour, though opposed, and that at the conclusion of Government Business 
each’ day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put.— 


Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


82 
DISCUSSION :— 
82 Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chor- 
(Stirling Burghs) ‘a 95 ley) ... ee oe we. WS 
Mr. Leighton (Shropshire Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon 
84 Oswestry) 98 Boroughs) 105 
Mr. Pickersqill “(Bethnal Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S W,) 107 
Green, SW.) ... << a Mr. Labouchere (Northampton)... 108 
84 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, B.) ... 99 Col. Milward (Warwickshire, 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Stratford-on-Avon)  ... .. 1 
Regis) .. ce) LOZ Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.) 110 
83 Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8.) 193 The First Lord of the Treasury 
Mr. Channing (Northamp- (Mr, A. J. Balfour, Man- 
if tonshire, EB.) ... eve. 108 chester, E.)  ... dee vas 
Td) 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 240; Noes, 114. (Division List No. 219.) 
6 Ordered, That for the remainder of the Session, Government Business be 
not interrupted under the provisions of any Standing Order regulating 
the Sittings of the House ; and may be entered upon at any hour, though 
6 opposed, and that at the conclusion of Government Business each day 
Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put. 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Ireland) Bill—Order for Third Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be re-committed in 
respect of the New Clause (Exclusion of certain annuities and rent 
charges), and the Amendment to the Scedule.”—(MWr. G. WV. Balfour.) 


—- 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the words from the word ‘re-committed, to the end of the 
question.” —(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 
) 
7 Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, Serjeant Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 128 





S.) 119 Mr. Herbert Lewis + ae 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver Boroughs)... ... 126 
pool, Scotland) . . 1 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E. ee 127 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N. E.) --- 122 The First Lord of the “Treasury 

Mr. Carvell Williams (Not- (Mr. A. J. mee’ Man- 
tinghamshire, Mansfield... 123 chester, BE.) ..- ; 130 


Mr.GibsonBowles(LynnRegis) 124 





xxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 16.} Page 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 116; Noes, 81. (Division List No. 220.) 


Main question put, and agreed to. 


Bill re-committed in respect of the New Clause (Exclusion of certain 
annuities and rent-charges), and the Amendment to the Schedule. 


Bill considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer, Cumberland, Penrith, in the Chair.] 
A Clause— 


**(1) Section one of this Act shall not apply to any actual sum charged upon 
land the fee simple of which has after the creation of such charge and betore 
the thirteenth day of April one thousand eight hundred and ninety-six been 
conveyed to a purchaser on a sale. 

“ (2) Sections three and four of this Act shall not apply to any tithe rent- 
charge payable to the Land Commission out of hereditaments the tee simple of 
which iia after the tenth day of August one thovsand eight hundred and 
seventy-two and before the twelfth day of May one thousand eight hundred 
and ninety-nine been conveyed to a purchaser on a sale. 

‘*(3) For the purpose of showing that this section does not apply a statutory 
declaration or such other evidence as the Land Commission may require shall 
be prima facie evidence. 

(4) This Section shall not extend to a mortgage or a marriage or other 
fainily settlement or arrangement.”—(Mr. G. W. Balfour.) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “'That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


DISCUSSION :—-- 


The Chief Secretary for Sir J. Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 138 

Tre land (Mr. G. WV. Mr. G. I} & Balfour ee eae 138 

Balfour, Leeds, Central) 135 Serjeant Hemphill en a So 

Mr. Lillon ... = ss. Soe Mr. Herbert Lewis val oa» L389 

Mr. Flynn... 137 Mr. Power (Waterford)... ice Se 
Question put, and agreed to. ‘ 


Amendment proposed— 
“In line 2, after the word ‘which,’ to insert the words ‘ or any estate equi- 

valent toa perpetual estate or interest within the meaning of 1 and 2 Vic., 

Cc. 109.’ °—(Ser7t. Hemphill.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 

The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) see 280 

Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed — 


“In line 2, to leave out from the word ‘charge’ to the word ‘been,’ in 
line 4.”—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


Mr. G. W. Balfour ec Serjt. Hemphill ... oe .. 142 
Mr. Dillon... ie coo AE 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :--Ayes, 122; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 221 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 8, to leave out from the word ‘ before,’ to the w ord ‘been’ in line 9, 
and insert the words ‘ the passing of this Act,’ instead thereof.” —(Mr. Flynn.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. G. W. Balfour ve TS Mr. Dillon 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 140 ; Noes, 96. (Division List No. 222. 
Clause, as amended, added. 
Sche 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 8, to leave out from beginning of line to end of Schedule.” 
-(Mr. G. W. Balfour.) 





DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Edmund — Lobertson, Mr. Atkinson 
(Dundee) re ... 149 
Amendment agreed to. 
Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 
Bill reported ; as amended, considered. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
third time.” 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”—(.Vr. Asquith.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the question.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. A. J. Balfour... , i 
Mr. Dillon... eae xa 


te 


Mr, Swift MacNeill seis és 
Mr. Flynn ae 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor 


o> Or 
eo OC 


Question put. 

The House divided :. - Ayes, 110 ; Noes, 74. (Division List No. 223.) 
Main Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 94 ; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 224.) 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Factories and Workshops Bill—Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged ; Bill withdrawn 2 2 per a 4 or 


Youthful Offenders Bill i for resuming adjourned Debate on 
Amendment to Second Reading [21st May} read and discharged ; Bill 


withdrawn 


Savings Banks and Friendly Societies Bill—Order for Second Reading 
read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn : 


Dogs Regulation sessile for Second Reading read, and discharged ; 
Bill withdrawn r si me sss ve rare 
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146 


150 


175 
178 
180 
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Education Scotland Bill [Lords|—Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn ... site ei se eee on ty 


Palatine Court of Durham Bill [Lords]—Order for resuming adjourned 
Debate on Second Reading [2nd April] read, and discharged; Bill 
withdrawn n ee ae si 

Reformatory and Industrial Schools (Scotland) Bill—Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn bas ee ee 

Lunacy Bill [Lords|—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged ; Bill 
withdrawn oe igi a xe = pee et ae 

Military Maneuvres Bill [Lords]—Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn ... — ay ist me ios eds 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of this day, Mr. SPEAKER 
adjourned the House without Question put... 


Adjourned at a quarter before Two of the clock. 


LORDS: TUESDAY, 17TH JULY, 1900. 
PLIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the following Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with:—London (St. Luke) Provisional Order; London 
(Southwark) Provisional Order ; the same were ordered to lie on the 
Table 


Great Western Railway Bill—The Queen’s consent, and the consent of His 
Royal Highness the Prince of Wales in right of his Duchy of Cornwall, 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee with Amendments. 


Aberdeen Corporation Tramways Bill; Cumberland County Council 
(Bridges Bill; reported with Amendments ... : es ies i 


London and North Western Railway (Wales) Bill—Report from the 
Select Commitiee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the 
considerstion of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 25th of 
June and 6th July last discharged , and Bill committed 


Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill—Moved, That the Order 
made on the 12th day of March last, “That no Private Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday 
the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
read 2“; agreed to ; Bill read 24 accordingly 


Bray Urban District Council Bill—Read 37, and passed. 


Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railway Bill—Read 3*, with 
the Amendments ; further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned 
to the Commons pie wee sie is - ie 7 bes 
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Lambeth Water Bill—Read 34, with the pcgouesaae and saetiie and 
returned to the Commons ae “ee : 


North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill—South Wales Electrical 
Power Distribution Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; and 


referred to the Examiners 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [.1.]|—Westgate and Birchington Water 
Bill [u.L.]—Returned from the Commons agred to sis - ae 


Lee Conservancy Bill—North Metropolitan Railway and Canal Bill— 
Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to oes 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.L.}—Falkirk and District Water 
Bill [u.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments ... 


Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways Bill — Returned from 
the Commons with the Amendments agreed to, with an Amendment 


Local Government Provisional mania - wal ail Committed to a 
Committee of the whole House a 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill—Committed: The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection NS ae: 


Local Government Provisional Orders No. 10 Bill-——Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill—Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 13) Bill—Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill—House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bills reported 
without amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills to be read 
3¢ on Thursday next ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Amendments 
reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next . 


Local Government = —— _ 5) Bill—Read 3¢ init 
to Orders, and passed... ‘ . ; 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—Read 3“ (according 


to Order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


(No. 9) Bill—Read 3¢ (according to Order), and “passed 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill — Amendments 
reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next ... 


London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) Provisional Order Bill; London 
(Poplar) Provisional Order Bill—House in Committee (according to Order ; 
Bills reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and 
Bills to be read 3¢ on Thursday next 


East London Water Bill; Rochdale Corporation Bill ; West Ham ‘Sica 
tion Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill ; Plymouth, 
Stonehouse, and Devonport Tramways Bill ; Croydon ‘Tramways and 
Improvements Bill; London County Tramways (No. 2) Bill; London 
County Tramways (No. 1) Bill; Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh 
Railway Bill; Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Railway Bill; Great 
Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill — Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Earl Temple be proposed to the House as a member 
of the Select Committee on the said Bills, in the -_ of the Lord Stan- 


more ; read, and agreed to 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REports—I. Annual Series :—No. 2474. Italy (Sardinia) ; } 


24 
Brazil (Rio de Janeiro); No. 2476. United States (Boston) ; No. 24 
Turkey (Erzeroum) ; No. 2478. China (Chefoo). 


75. 
edad 
(4 


II. Miscellaneous Series :—No. 534. Present state of Belgian coal, 
metal, and glass industries Wi 


Care CoLony—Correspondence relating to the affairs of the Cape Colony. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table es ... 192 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill—Returned from 
the Commons with the Amendment agreed to ne 192 


Poor Removal Bill—Keported from the Standing Committee without amend- 
ment, and to be read 3“ on Thursday next ... Be ats sae ioe 


Diocesan Registration Bill {H.L.|—Reported from the Standing Committee 
without further amendment ; the Report of the Amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the whole House to be received on Thursday next xs oy 28 


Beer Retailers and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill— 
Reported from the Standing Committee without further amendment : the 
Report of the Amendments made in Committee of the whole House to be 
received on Monday next... es we pa a ee =< «6608 


Charitable Loans (Ireland) Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee 
without amendment, and to be read 3“ on Thursday next ... a soo 192 


Cruelty to Wild Animals in Captivity Bill—Reported from the Stand- 
ing Committee without further amendment: the Report of the Amend- 
ments made in Committee of the whole House to be received on Tuesday 
next... ; ; sc |= «9S 


Merchant ahaa (Liability of Shiesennes: and others) Bill-— 
Reported from the Standing Committee without further add 
the Report of the Amendment made in Committee of the whole House to 
be received on Thursday next ve on bile bey a asi, - 1S 


Members of Local Authorities Relief Bill [H.L.]—Reported from the 
Standing Committee with further Amendments ; the Report of the Amend- 
ments made in Committee of the whole House and by the Standing 
Committee, to be received on Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed as 
amended. (No. 189) ... tp a sith ak ses oy ~~ 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill [H.L.]; Veterinary Surgeons (Amendments) 
3ill—Reported from the Standing Committee without amendment, to be 
read 3“ on Thursday next... ie : ioe bet oe se, BUS 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Ireland) Bill—Brought from the Commons. Read 1°; 
to be printed ; and to be read 2* on Thur sday next.—(L'he Lord Ashbourne.) 
(No. 190) ie Sais Bee a ibe ice oe os oem (23 


County and Borough Franchise Assimilation (London) Bill—{Srconp 
READING.)—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


(Lord Farquhar.) 
Lord Tweedinouth ... w. 194 Lord James of Hereford... sos 195 


Moved, ‘“ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 





On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2“ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Friday next. 
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ATTENDANCE OF PEERS ON COMMITTEES. 
The Earl of Camperdown ... eu ee vs oe ne 


Moved, for a Return showing the attendance of individual Peers on 
Select Committees in 1897, 1898, 1899; and distinguishing Committees 
on Private Bills.—(Larl of Camperdown.) 


On Question, agreed to. 
Return ordered to be laid before the House. 
WAR OFFICE RECONSTRUCTION AND ARMY REORGANISATION— 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Duke of Bedford sve. 196 The Earl of Wemyss... 23h es 
The Secretary of State for Lord Tweedmouth > 904 
War (The Marquess of The Marquess of Granby --- 204 
Lansdowne) dee fic GS Lord Heneage ... «ss 205 
Earl Spencer 2 ix SOR The Marquess of Lansdow me... 206 


GIBRALTAR, MALTA, AND HonG Kona—Dock AccOMMODATION—NEW 
WorksS— 


DISCUSSION :— 
Viscount Sidmouth... atin Oe Earl Spe re oe nie sve BOS 
The Eurl of Hopetoun aos, 20S 
DEATH CERTIFICATION— 
DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Monkswell ... ... 209 Lord Harris sata ae ac ‘ZED 


House adjourned at Five minutes before Six of the clock. 


COMMONS: TUESDAY, lita JULY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Gas Order Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. (By Orper)- Order 
read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment to Question [3rd 
July], “ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


And which Amendment was— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”°—(.Wr. Doogan.) 


Question again proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


Debate resumed. 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Secretary to the Local The Under Secretary of State for 
Government Board (Mr. the Home Department (Mr. Jesse 
T. W. Russell, Tyrone, S.) 212 Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) 213 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)  ... 212 The Secretary to the Admiralty 
Mr, Samuel Young (Cavan, E. ) 213 (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, S.)... 214 
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Question put, and negatived. 


Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. Second Reading put 
off for three months. 


Private Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the ” Standing Orders not previously inquired into, 
and which are ‘applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 
3ournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be 
read a second time ie ais — sb _ ay 


Aston Manor Tramways Bill — s|—Read the third time, and _— 
with Amendments ; sa aah wai 


Great Grimsby Street enti Bill [Lords]; Margate Pier and Harbour 
Bill [Lords]; Mersey Railway Bill [Lords] ; Rawmarsh Urban District 
Council (Tramways) Bill [ Lords|—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time .. ie - owe sb 


Edinburgh Corporation Bill {Lords} (by Order)—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time : 


North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill (hy Order)—Ordered, 
That, in the case of the North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill, 
Standing Order 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the 
third time.” —(Mr. Caldwell.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time and passed ... 


Tramways Orders ee wi ode _ pon -Read a second 


time, and committed . 


Ramsgate Corporation Improvements Bill [Lords] — Reported with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘ 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [Lords|—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow sis 


Hammond (G. H.) Company Bill {Lords]|—Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time wis 


London and San Francisco Bank Bill [Lords]|—Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time 


North British Railway Bill [Lords]; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]; South Shields Corporation Bill [Lords]—Reported, 
with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—Belfast and County 
Down Railway Bill, with an Amendment. 


That they have agreed to—Jarrow and Hebburn Electricity Supply 
Bill and Hastings Tramways Bill, with Amendments. 
That they have agreed to Amendments to—Donegal Railway Bill 


[Lords] and Great Southern and Western Railw ay Bill <i without 
Amendment. ‘ - - ine : : . eee 
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PETITIONS. 
Education (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Inverness, against ; to lie upon the 
Table ... wai xo ae ea = mm des wes « 2 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Carlton; South Shields (two); Staithes; Loftus; and 
Bradford ; to lie upon the Table _... se ad eds : <a aa 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
MEDICAL AND SaNiTARY ARRANGEMENTS AT THE CapeE—Return [presented 
16th July] to be printed. [No. 279.] ve “ one cZ .- 2 
Care CoLony—Copy presented, of Correspondence relating to Affairs of the 
Cape Colony [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 217 
CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1900-1901)—Estimate presented, 
of the further sums required to be voted for the service of the year ending 
31st March, 1901 [by Command] ; Referred to the Committee of Supply, 
and to be printed. [No. 280] Re i Wes ies oie we ae 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill—Copy ordered, “of Memo- 
randum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill.”— 
(Mr. Ritchie)... aie oad ae ix ns ae — << Sa 


BANKRUPTCY (IRELAND)—Return ordered, “of Bankruptcy Cases closed by 
each of the Official Assignees in Ireland for the year ended the 3lst day 
of December, 1899, showing— 
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CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—REcCENT NeEws—Questions, Sir Henry 
Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.), and Mr, Pritchard Morgan (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answers, The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... A = site — oe 218 
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DespATcH OF INDIAN Troops To CHINA—Questions, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff), 


Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.), and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; 


Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing)... ; = es sine ins 


THE YANG-TsE CABLE—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean); Answer. , The Chancellor of the Exchequer ed M. Hicks- 
Beach, Bristol, W “y : ee is sy . sat = 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—CoMPENSATION TO LoYALIsts IN NATAL—Question, 
Sir Andrew Scoble (Hackney, Central) ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, Se 


MartiaAL LAaw—ADMINISTRATION—Questions, Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Mont- 
gomeryshire), and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Court-MARTIAL SENTENCES—Question, Mr. Humphreys-Owen ; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


HospiraL AND MepicaAL ARRANGEMENTS —COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY— 
Questions, Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster), and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answers and Statement, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


PRETORIA—ATTEMPT TO BLOW UP MAGAZINE—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


RoyaL ARTILLERY—SECOND LIEUTENANTS—Question, Mr. Bartley (Islington, 
N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LINE REGIMENTS—BAND AND Mess ExpeNsEs—Question, Mr. Rentoul 
(Down, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


MiuitiA—FurLoucGH Pay-—Question, Sir John Dorrington (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Navy—CorpitE PowpER—ERosIon OF GuNsS—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke 
and Mr. Paulton (Durham, Bishop Auckland) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


Picric Actp —Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


ApMIrRALTY CoAL ConTRAcTS—Question, Mr. D, A. Thomas (Merthyr — 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) . 


BELLEVILLE BoILERS—ADMIRALTY TESTS—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis), and Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) ; Answers, 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover 
Square)... 


BELLEVILLE BorLeERS— Use IN THE MERCANTILE MARINE—Question, Mr. 
David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for the Home Department (Mr. Jesse Collings, Birmingham, 
Bordesley) ee - ; 


ASHANTI—NATIVE RistNG—RELIEF OF CooMASsiE—Question, Mr. Drage 
(Derby) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 





InpIA—EpDvucaTION—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ia ~ sais: tes 
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JAMAICA RAILWAY DEBENTURES—-INCOME TAX—Question, Mr. Bartley ; 
Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach . ; a ae ve ‘a 


Income TAx—DeEpuctions—Question, Mr. Maclean; Answer, Sir M. Hicks- 
Beach see 


WILLESDEN Poor LAw CHILDREN—RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTION—Question, Mr. 
Talbot (Oxford University) ; Answer, The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ... x na oF 


DUKINFIELD PosTMASTERSHIP—Question, Mr. M‘Ghee (Louth, S.); Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to The Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


LIVERPOOL TELEGRAPHISTS—PROMOTIONS—Question, Mr. M‘Ghee ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury ... . ai “ai 


HisroricaL MANuscripts CoMMISSION—Question, Sir Henry Fowler ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury. ... j 


Jury SERVICE—EXEMPTION PAYMENT—Question, Mr. Billson ; Answer, Mr. 
Jesse Collings ... * 


Private Birt LeGisLation—Cost—ReturNn—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; 
Answer, Mr. Jesse Collings ss 


VicroriA AND ALBERT MusEUM—ASSISTANTSHIPS—Question, Mr. F. D. Smith 
(Westminster) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of Council 
on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


BoarpInG Out oF PAUPER CHILDREN—Question, Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, 
Abercromby) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst re 
EpucaTion (SCOTLAND)—FEE GRANT—Question, Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, 
Mid) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks-Beach ... re ses sae - es 
Dustin LAND ComMIsstON—THE ULSTER CustomM—Question, Mr. Samuel 


Young (Cavan, E.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland ita GW, 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) : ; 


Roya Irish CONSTABULARY—INSPECTOR GENERAL—Questions, Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry, N.), Mr. Swift MacNeill and Mr. wi nn ie N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. 
G. W. Balfour.. P wi sets was 


DOWNPATRICK POSTMASTERSHIP—Question, Mr. Rentoul; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury : me 


CLoNEs LEVEL Crossinc—Question, Mr. Macaleese re N.); Answer, 
Mr Jesse Collings soe me i ve @ 


BusINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Mr. Buchanan and Sir Henry Fowler ; 
Answers, Mr. Hanbury and Mr. A. J. Balfour * 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
NEW BILLS. 
LocaL GOVERNMENT AcT (1888) AMENDMENT (LONDON)-—Bill to amend the 


Local Government Act, 1881, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Herbert 
Robertson, Sir Andrew Scoble, and Mr. Bousfield. 
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Local Government Act (1888) Amendment (London) Bill—“ To amend 
the Local Government Act, 1888,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Thursday, 2nd August, and to be printed, 


[Bill 302.] 


NAVAL ReEsERVE—Bill to make further provision for a Naval Reserve, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Macartney, Mr. Goschen, and Mr. Attorney 
General. 


Naval Reserve Bill—‘“To make further provision for a Naval Reserve,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 303.] 


SUPPLY [19TH ALLoTrED Day|—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Navy EstiMATEs, 1900-1901 (including Supplementary Estimate). 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£6,739,000 (including an additional sum of £410,000), be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the Expense of the Contract Work for Shipbuilding, 
Repairs, etc., which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The First Lord of the Ad- Sir J. Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 

miralty (Mr. Goschen, St. Mr. Harwood (Bolton) . 

George's, Hanover Square) D4] Capt. Phillpotts tne Tor- 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman quay) «. 

(Stirling Purghs) .. 261 Sir U. Kay. Shuttleworth (Lancs., 
Sir Fortescue Flannery ( York- Clitheroe) ee 

shire, Shipley) ... 262 Mr. Arnold-Forster (Bafust, W :) 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- Mr. Mather (Lancashire. Rossen- 

shire, Forest of Dean)... 271 dale) ... ron _ 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Mr. John Penn (Lewisham) 

Regis) ... ee) Mr. Edmund Lobertson (Dundee) 
Mr. Allan (Gate shea) coe Od Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, 
Admiral Field (Sussex, East- Kirkdale) Rar ae 

bourne) ... 291 Mr. Goschen ... ae ins 
Mr. C. H. Wilson (Hull, W. :) 294 Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, 
Sir Edward Gourl: er W L., Barnsley) re 

land)... . 299 


igi put, and _— to. 
. £4,139,100 for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc.—Materiel. 
3. £2,523,000, for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc.—Personnel. 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ... 336 Mr. Goschen 
Vote agreed to. 
4. £793,200 (Additional) Navy (Supplementary). 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir Charles Dilke ... sae O08 The Secretary to the Admiralty 
Admiral Field... we §=337 (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, N.)... 
Sir J. Colomb ee os CT 


Vote agreed to. 
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5. £267,100, Admiralty Office. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Sir J. Colomb Cae 338 Admiral Field . 339 
The First Lord of the Treasury y The Earl of Dalkeith (Boaburgh 
(Mr. A. J. ere Man- shire) .. 340 
chester, E.) je 339 Mr. Goschen i ... 340 


Vote agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at ten minutes before One of the clock. 





COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 18TH JULY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Wellingborough and District eneieaed Bill — Lords Amendments 


considered, and agreed to... ; - .. 341 
Gwyrfai Rural District Council Water Bill [Lords] -~ Order sale 
consent signified) ; read the third time, and passed, with Amendments ... 341 


Bury and District Water (Transfer) Bill caceabent amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time ... 341 


Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway Bill [Lords ; Costa Rica ici 
Company, Limited, Bill nr Roe’s Patent Bill haeaacith —Read a 


second time, and committed . ae 341 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders ‘Ae. 1) Bill (Lords}—Roaa the third 
time, and passed, without Amendment xs 341 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[Lords]—Ordered, That in the case of the Education Board Provisional 
Order Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords], Standing Order 126 be sus- 
pended, and that the Committee have leave to proceed with the Bill To- 
morrow.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means) a sa re --. 34) 


Walsall Corporation Bill [Lords] ; North Eastern Railway aint Vessels) 
Bill |Lords]—Reported, with Amendments ; sai to lie — the 


Table, and to be printed say 341 


London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest a ailialtmaiia 


Bill—Reported, w ithout amendment ; — to lie — the ines and 
to be printed ... ; ya 


North Eastern Railway Bill ag en with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... es shi . 341 


Railway Bills (Group 8)—Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the Committee 
on Group 8 of Railway Bills, That Mr. Nicholson, one of the Members of 
the said Committee, was not present ens the sitting of the Committee 
this day ; Report to lie upon Table .. ise vie aa ) we 342 
Glasgow District Tramways Bill [Lords]—Ordered, That the Minutes of 
vidence taken before the Committee on the Glasgow District Tramways 
Bill [Lords], of the present session, be referred to the Committee on 
Group 8 of Railway Bills.—(J/r. ‘aldwell) aes - ne .- 342 
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341 
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PETITIONS. 


Education ee) Bill—Petition from Oban, 5 <omme to lie upon the 
Table ... : : oP oe 


Public ‘eae Bill—Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to lie i the 
Table ; ‘as Sore ee ce ie ne Pe bu 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday eee from Saltney, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table '. aes oes — 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. > Bill—Petition from 
Chester, in favour ; to hie upon the Table 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Chester ; and Saltney ; to lie upon the Table sate ‘ah a 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WorKMEN’S CoMPiNSATION Act, 1897 (ARMY AND Navy SERVICE) (MEN 
EmpLoyeD)—Return [presented 16th July] to be printed. [No. 282.] 


QUEEN’s COLLEGE (CorkK)—Copy presented, of Report of the President for 
the Session 1899-1900, with ne [by sate i to lie upon the 
Table o eee eee 


LocaL TAXATION aliases en presented, of Returns for a 
portion of the year 1898-99 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


METROPOLITAN WATER Suppty (RovaL CommMission)—Copy presented, of 
Maps, Plans, and Diagrams to accompany the Minutes of Evidence and 
Report of Her Majesty’s Commissioners appointed to inquire into the 
subject of the water supply within the limits of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill—Return presented, reiative 
thereto [ordered 17th July ; Mr. wee) to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 283] ... : sink — 5 bes 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES) — Copies presented, of Di plomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2474 to 2478 iby ¢ Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table ; aa ‘ss jes R che ae 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 534 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table 


East InpDIA REVENUE Accounts — Ordered, That the several Accounts and 
Papers which have been presented to the House in this Session of Parlia- 
ment relating to the Revenues of India be referred to the consideration of 
a Committee of the whole House. Resolved, That this House will, upon 
Thursday the 26th day of this instant July, resolve itself into the said 
Committee.—(Secretury, Lord George Hamilton) ‘it 





SELECTION (STANDING ComMMITTEES) — Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Members 
from the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure, at the conclusion of the Elementary Education Bill : :—Mr. 
Loder, Viscount Cranborne, and Colonel Milward ; and had appointed in 
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substitution: Mr. H. 8. Foster, Mr. Yerburgh, and Mr. Flower. Mr. 
Halsey further reported from the Committee of Selection, That they had 
discharged the following member from the Standing Committee on Law 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—The Lord Advocate, and 
had appointed in substitution: Mr. T. W. Russell ; Reports to lie upon 
the Table : re = - “ans ‘sit aes ee sis 


Factory and Workshop Act (1878) Amendment (No. 2) _— Order 


for Second Reading read, and discharged. Bill eee n 


Volunteers Bill [Lords]|—{Srconp Reapinc|—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and atthe end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Arnold-Forster.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Capt. Norton (Newington, Mr. Seely (Lincoln)... ves 
WV.) 2 362 Mr. Warner asegae kt, Lich- 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman Jield) .. 
(Stirling Burghs) : 365 The Under Secretary of State for 
Sir J. Colomb — Yar- War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... 
mouth) ... , 371 Sir Henry Fletcher (Sussex, Lewes) 
Mr. Hedderwick (Wi ick Comnunder Bethell (Yorkshire, E. 
Burghs) .. 375 R., Holderness) 
General Goldsworthy (Ham- Sir Henry Fowler (}} leery. 
mersinith) 376 ton, E.) Ae 
Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) 377 Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main question put, and agreed to. Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for To-morrow. 


Reserve Forces Bill [Lords]—{Srconp Reapinc.}—Order for Second 
teading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read 
a second time.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
Sir H. Camphe!l-Bannerman Mr. Warner (Staffords — 
(Stirling Burghs) ... 386 Lichfield) 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 


Post Office Sites (Re-Committed) Bill-—Considered in Committee—(In the 
Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. } 


Clause 1 :— 
Question again proposed, “That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
c 2 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, 
Mid)... 387 
The Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury (Mr. Han- 
bury, Preston) ... .. 388 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 159 ; 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Caldwell pi ... 393 
Mr. Dalziel — (Kirkealdy 
Burghs) ... oe .. 394 


Clause agreed to. 
Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr, Caldwell ae ... 396 
Mr. Hanbury ee ase SOON 


Clause agreed to. 


Clause 6 :— 
Mr. Caldwell gs ... 398 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 7 :— 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, 
Launceston) ie) .. 399 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 8 agreed to. 
Clause 9 :— 
Mr. Caldwell is ... 400 
Clause agreed to. 
Clause 10 :— 
Mr. Caldwell tes ... 400 
Clause agreed to. 


Clause 11 :— 
Mr. Caldwell << eee 401 


Clause agreed to. 
Clauses 12, 13, 14, and 15 agreed to. 


Bill reported, with Amendment ; 


Noes, 119. 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Page 


Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stockton) 389 
Mr. Rickett ipsa Brigg) 389 
Mr. Caldwell... - 390 


(Division List No. 225.) 


Mr. Hanbury... ... 394 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) -. 395 
Mr. Warner... sit ion OUD 


Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) 397 


Mr. Jonathan Samuel... 5. OO 
Mr. Hanbury... ins .. 398 
Mr. Hanbury... ie ... 399 
Mr. Hanbury... or ... 400 
Mr. Hanbury... ae .. 400 
Mr. Hanbury... stig .. 401 


to be read the third time To-morrow. 


County Courts (Investment of ee Bill [Lords}—Considered in 
e 


Committee, and reported ; as amen 


d, to be considered To-morrow «» 402 
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Lunacy Board (Scotland) (Salaries, etc.) Bill—Considered in ee 
and reported ; as amended, to be considered To-morrow sa , 


Oil in Tobacco Bill (Second Reading)—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read 
a second time.” 
Mr. Caldwell _... ... 402 The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(Sir M. Hicks-Beach, on 
W.) . 9 , ae 
Question proposed. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 


Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill—Order read for resuming adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [21st June], “ That the Bill be now 
read a second time.” 


And which Amendment was— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”—(M7. Caldwell.) 


Question again proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
Question.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for To-morrow... id ‘ 


SUPPLY [17rH JuLy|—Resolutions reported. 


Bie EsTIMATES, 1900-1901 (including Supplementary Estimate). 
Sec. 3. “That a sum, not exceeding £6,739,000 (including an 
additional sum of £410 ,000), be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 
Expense of the Contract Work for Shipbuilding, Repairs, etc., w hich will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901.” 

2. Sec. 2. “That a sum not exceeding £4,109,100 (including an 
additional sum of £55,100), be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 
Expense of the Material for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc., 
including the cost of Establishments of Dockyards and Naval Yards at 
Home and Abroad, which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901.” 

3. Sec. 1. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,523,000 (including an 
additional sum of £11,000), be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 
Expense of the Personnel for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc., 
including the cost of Establishments of Dockyards and Naval Yards at 
Home and Abroad, which will come in course of payment during the year 
— on the 3lst day of March, 1901. 

“That an additional sum, not exceeding £793,200, be granted to 
Hex Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for additional 
Expenditure on the following Navy Services, viz. :— 


£ 
“ Vote 9. Naval Armaments .. cS 753,200 
“Vote 10. Works, anal - Repairs at ease ‘aii 
Abroad on be y ‘ ... 40,000 


Total ht ss ze. £793,200’ 
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5. “That a sum, not exceeding £267,100, be granted to Her Majesty to 





; ‘ : a : u 
defray the Expenses of the Admiralty Office, which will come in course of Ta 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901.” 

Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution agreed to. 
Second Resolution :— Tau 
Motion made, and Question put, ‘That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution ” si es nie 4 .. 403 Al 
e: 
The House divided :—Ayes, 180 ; Noes, 32. (Division List No. 226.) 
Third Resolution agreed to. Sou 
Fourth Resolution :— Sun 
Motion made, and Question put, ‘“‘ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution” ... ra ins ibe ae .. 404 Gre 
The House divided :— Ayes, 182; Noes, 25. (Division List No. 227.) 
Fifth Resolution :— Sov 
Further consideration deferred till to-morrow. 
In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th day of this instant P 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 01 
House adjourned at a quarter after Six of the clock. 
Gr 
Bu 
LORDS: THURSDAY, 197TH JULY, 1900. 
7 YY T Ul So 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Hs 


Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with:—Durham (County of) Electric Power Supply. El 
Lancashire Electric Power. Also the Certificate that in the case of the 
following Bill the further proofs required by the Standing Orders Com- 


mittee have been given ;—Plymouth, Stonehouse, and Dev onport Tram- Ww 
ways. And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable : 
to the following Bill have not been complied with : -—North Metropolitan As 
Electric Power Supply. The same were ordered to lie on the Table —....-- 409 
Taunton Corporation Bill—Report of Her seiited s Attorney-General Gi 
received, and ordered to lie on the Table... Pe ... 409 
London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway (Abandonment) K 


Bill ; North Metropolitan Electrie Power Supply Bill—Examiner’s Certi- 
ficates of non- compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Stand- 
ing Orders Committees on Monday next... sp kee ie .. 409 


Market Weighton Drainage and Navigation Bill—London and North- 
Western Railway (Wales) Bill—Reported with Amendments __... . 409 C 


London and South-Western Railway Bill—The Queen’s consent, and the 
consent of His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales in right of his nite 
of Cornwall, signified, and Bill reported with Amendments ore .. 409 
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Taunton Corporation Bill ; Coventry Corporation Bill ; Hastings Corpora- 
tion Bill; Alexandra Park Bill; Southport Corporation B ill—Moved, 
That the Order made on 12th ‘day of March last, “That no Private Bill 
brought from the House of Commons shall be "read a second time after 
Tuesday the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bills 
be now read 2"; agreed to ; and Bills read 2° accordingly... ss 


Taunton Corporation Bill ; Coventry ease Bill ; Hastings Corpora- 
tion Bill—Committed ae abs ee 


Alexandra Park Bill—Committed. The Committee to be epee by the 
Committee of Selection Ses ‘ . i 


Southport Corporation Bill—Committed 


Sunderland — Bill ee L.] 
Commons 


Great Northern inion Bill; Midland Railway Bill—Read 34, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons . ‘ 





Read 3%, and — and sent to the 


South-Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill—Read 3’, with the Amend- 
ments; further Amendments made; Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons 


Portland Urban District Gas Bill—Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons oh sie pte ‘ae 


Great Indian seamed sciadind unpeny Bill—Committed for To- 
morrow ee eee 


Burnley Corporation Bill [H.L.|—Commons Amendments aio and 
agreed to, with an Amendment ; and Bill returned to the Commons 


South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [u...]; Falkirk and District Water 


Bill [11.L.]}—Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw neaeaiiegtie Bill—Commons Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to : ae 


Returned from 


Electric Lighting Provisional nen (No. ” Bill [u. sn) 


the Commons agreed to 





Wellingborough and @istrict Tramroads Bill—Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed to . : tee ant 


Aston Manor Tramways Bill [.L.|—Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. The said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Gwyrfai Rural District Council Water Bill (1. a —Returned from the 


Commons agreed to, with Amendments 


Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration 
of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 26th of June and 
Monday last discharged ; and Bill committed for To-morrow 





Committee, That the Committee had not pr emule vith the comibdlaration 
of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on Thursday and Monday 
last discharged ; and Bill committed ‘ 
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Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of 
the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 2nd instant and 
Monday last discharged ; and Bill committed 


CONTENTS. 


London (St. Luke) Provisional Order Bill; London (Southwark) 
Provisional Order Bill—Moved, That the order made on the 12th 
day of March last, “That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
brought before the House of Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday, the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that 
the Bills be now read 2°; agreed to; Bills read 2* accordingly, and 
committed to the Committee of the whole House To-morrow es 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill—House in 
Committee (according to Order). Bill reported without Amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing 
of Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill—House in Committee (according to Order). 
Bills repor ted without amendment ; Standing Committee negativ ed ; and 
Bills to be read 3¢ To-morrow 





Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 13) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill—Read 3" (according to Order), and passed ; 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Read 3* (according to Order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... is a 


London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) Provisional Order Bill; London 
(Poplar) Provisional Order Bill—Read 3* (according to Order), and passed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill (Chester Rural Order) ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill (Dorchester Order) ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill (Torquay Order) ; 
Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill (W eston- super-Mare Order) ; 
Tottenham Urban District Council Bill; Bray and Enniskerry Railway 
Bill; Alexandra Park Bill ; Newcastle- aupon- -Tyne Electric Supply Bill— 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the select Committee for the consideration 
of the said Bills, viz.:—E. Carrington, L. Churchill, L. Stanmore, 
L. Rathmore (chairman), L. Heneage ; agreed to; and the said Lords 
appointed accordingly. The Committee to meet on Tuesday next at 
Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave 
to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TREATY SERIES, No. 14 (1900)—Treaty of friendship, commerce and naviga- 
tion between the United Kingdom and the Republic of Honduras ; signed 
at Guatemala, 21st January, 1887 (ratifications exchanged at Guatemala, 
3rd February, 1900); together with an pecnpparnd protocol signed at 
Guatemala 3rd February, 1900 ; és tie bee ‘ 
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METROPOLITAN WATER Supply (RoyAL CoMMIssIon)—Maps, plans and 
diagrams to accompany the minutes of evidence and report of Her 
Majesty’s Commissioners appointed to inquire into the subject of the 
water supply within the limits of the Metropolitan Water Companies 


LocaL TAXATION (IRELAND)—Return for the year 1898-99 


LAND LAw (IRELAND) Act, 1887 (Eviction Notices)—Return of the number 
of eviction notices filed during the quarter ended 30th June, 1900 


QUEEN’s CoLLEGE, Cork—Annual Report of the President, for the session 
1899-1900 a - sal ie re oa aie wal 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE (INDIAN SEcTION)—Annual sal for the year 1899- 
1900 : ses a wa Ha ; “ay i 5 


GREENWICH OBSERVATORY— Report of the Astronomer Royal to the Board of 
Visitors of the Royal Observatory, Greenwich, read at the annual visita- 
tion of the Royal Observatory, 26th June, 1900. Presented (by 
Command), and ordered to lie upon the Table ean “ae sie 


LAND Recistry—<Account of receipts and payments in respect of the Land 
Registry for the year ended 31st March, 1900 ‘ ia 


High Court or Justice AND Court oF ApPpEAL—Account showing the 
receipts and expenditure in respect of the High Court of Justice and the 
Court of Appeal during the year ended 31st March, 1900... ‘ 


Court OF PropaTe Division (H1GH Court oF JUSTICE) (IRELAND)—Annual 
account of receipts and disbursements, for the year ending 31st December, 
1899 sae : Pe aus 


SUPERANNUATION—Treasury Minute, dated 29th June, 1900, granting a 
retired allowance to Mr. Thomas Alfred Inch, a second division clerk 
(higher grade) under the Board of Trade, under Section 2 of the Super- 
annuation Act, 1887. Laid before the House = to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table ce — ; was ns si 


Hous Select Committee made ; 
to be printed ; and to be considered on Tuesday next. (No. 191) 





Copyright (Artistic) Bill [.L.|—Reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments, and committed to a Committee of the whole House on 
Monday next ; and to be printed as amended. (No. 192) 


Copyright Bill [u.L.]}; Copyright (Artistic) Bill [H.L.]—Reported from the 
Select Committee with the proceedings of the Committee) made, and to be 
printed (No. 193): Minutes of evidence, together with an —* laid 
upon the Table, and delivered out, jen : 


Poor Removal Bill [Tuirp Reapinc]—Order of the Day for the Third 
Reading read. 


Bill read 3% (according to Order). 
Moved— 


“ In Clause 1, page 1, line 7, after ‘the poor’ to insert ‘provided that such 
person shall have resided continuously for at least six months in the parish or 
union from which it is proposed to remove him.’”—(Lord Davey.) 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Morris ee .. 416 The Earl of Kimberley y 
Lord Avebury — vn MAT Lord Harris 
Earl Spencer ee .. 418 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Bill passed. 


Diocesan Registration Bill [H.L.]|—Amendments \eginagee pore to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow vr me 


Charitable Loans (Ireland) Bill--Read 3‘ (according to Order), and passed 


Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners and Others) Bill— 


Amendment reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3“ To-morrow 


Members of Local Authorities Relief Bill [1.1.]—Amendments reported 
(according to Order) : A further amendment made ; and Bill to be read 3" 
To-morrow 


County Court (Ireland) Bill [1.1.]—Read 3* (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons as oa As wes ee 


Veterinary Surgeons enenet) S Bill—Read 3* (according to Order), 
and passed ne =“ _ es ane 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Ireland) Bill [Sr 


for the Second Reading read. 





ay 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Lord Ashbourne.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Earl of Kimberley... 425 The Earl of Arran i re 
Lord Clonbrock  ... sac. ee The Marquess of Londonderry... 
The Earl of Mayo... .. 430 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2° accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the * whole House on Monday next. 


Land Charges Bill [1.1.]|—Commons Amendments considered agape 
to Order), and agreed to “ea ib Se _ i ; 


THE RESERVE ForcES OF AUSTRALIA. 


Discussion :— 
Lord Brassey _ w. 435 The Secretary of State for War 
Viscount Frankfort ... 439 (The Marquess of Lansdow ne) 


Earl Carrington... 
South AFRICAN War—HospitaL AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS—Com- 
MITTEE OF INQUIRY—Question, The Earl of Aberdeen; Answer, The 
Marquess of Lansdowne ‘ fis eva 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Seven of the clock. 
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COMMONS: THURSDAY, 19TH JULY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Dearne Valley ee Bill ‘cece the third - and sions 
without Amendment . 


Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas Bill [Lords]; London Sea 
Water Supply Bill [Lords]; Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill —* 


Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Workington Railways and Docks Bill [Lords]—Orderd, That, in the 
case of the Workington Railways and Docks Bill [Lords], Standing Orders 
204 and 235 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read a second time.— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


sill accordingly read a second time, and committed. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 and 236 be suspended, and that the 
Committee on the Bill have leave to sit and eer: sais ones next. 


—(Mr. Caldwell) 
London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway Bill—Order 


(12th February) referring the London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest 
Railway Bill to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn.—(J/r. Caldwell) 


Edinburgh (Housing of the Working Classes) Improvement Scheme 
Provisional Order Bill—Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 and 236 
be suspended, and that the Committee of Selection have leave to appoint 
the Committee on the Bill, to sit and —— asaparecneas i Lord 
Advocate) ia a 


Paisley Waterworks Provisional Order Bill—Ordered, That Standing 
Orders 211 and 236 be suspended, and that the Committee of Selection 
have leave to appoint the Committee on the Bill, to sit and proceed forth- 
with.—(The Lord Advocate) ae 


RaAiLWAys (IRELAND) AMALGAMATION B Report 
from the Joint Committee on Railways (Ireland) Amalgamation Bills in 
respect of the Great Southern and Western and Waterford and Central 
Ireland Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [Lords] (Pending in the 
Lords) brought up, and read. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. Report from the Joint Committee on Railways (Ireland) 
Amalgamation Bills in respect of the Great Southern and Western and 
. aterford, Limerick, and Western Railway Companies Amalgamation 

Bill [Lords] (Pending in the Lords), brought aia and read. Report to lie 
upon the Table and to be printed oe is “ 








MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have seal to—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill ; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; Bray Urban District 
Council Bill, without Amendment ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill ; Lancashire, Derbyshire, and Kast Coast Railway Bill ; 
Lambeth Water Bill, with Amendments. That they have passed a Bill, 
intituled, “An Act to empower the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of 
the borough of Sunderland to contribute towards the construction by the 
North Eastern Railway Company of a bridge and road across the River 
Wear, and to make provision for the construction of a new road in 
Southwick to join the same; and for other purposes.” Sunderland 
Corporation Bill [Lords] ais as mes he was 
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Sunderland Corporation Bill [Lords]—Read the first time, and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ae 


PETITIONS. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on re Bill—Petition from Lowick, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table _ i ae 


Sale of Intoxicating cn or oe to Children (No. 2) pane in 


favour, from Lowick and Alnwick ; to lie upon the Table.. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children ae) Bill—Petition from 
Crieff, in favour ; to he upon the Table . 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TAXES AND Imposts—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 13th 
March; Mr. Goddard); to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 284.] i wis as ‘ae = bias ate iv 


WuHiIsky IN Bonp (ScorLanp)—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
19th June ; Mr. Gordon] ; to lie upon the Table 


Court or Propate Division (High Court oF Justice) (IRELAND)— 
Annual Account presented, of Receipts and Disbursements for the year 
ended 31st December, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Lanp Recistry—Account presented, of Receipts and Payments in respect of 
the Land Registry for the year ended 31st March, 1900 [by a to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 285.] - tit 


High Court oF Justice AND Court oF APPEAL, ETC.—Copy presented, 
of Account showing the Receipts and E xpenditure i in respect of the High 
Court of Justice and the Court of Appeal during the year ended 31st 
March, 1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 286.] 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
29th June, 1900, granting a retired allowance to Mr. Thomas Alfred Inch, 
a Second Divisional Clerk (Higher Grade) under the Board of Trade, 
under the Act [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table " , 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE (INDIAN SECTION)—Copy presented, of Annual dines 
of Imperial Institute (Indian Section) for the year 1899-1900 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ Ss ks es pis 


Lanp Law (IRELAND) Act, 1887 (Eviction NoticEs)—Copy presented, of 
Return of Eviction Notices filed during the Quarter ended 30th June, 
1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TREATY SERIES (No. 4, 1906)—Copy presented, of Treaty of Friendship, 
Commerce, and Navigation between the United Kingdom and the 
Republic of Honduras. Signed at Guatemala, 22nd January, 1887. 
(Ratifications exchanged at Guatemala, 3rd February, 1900) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table ie ~~ a ses 


GREENWICH OBSERVATORY —Copy presented of Report of the Astronomer 
Royal to the Board of Visitors of the ‘nw rl es Greenwich [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... ; 
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QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—ASSISTANCE TO REFUGEES—Question, Mr. 
Joseph Walton (Yorkshire W.R., Barnsley) ; Answer, The Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ws sa 


PEKING LEGATION NAVAL GUARD— Question, Sir John Colomb (Great 
Yarmouth); Answer, The Secretary to the + arene ite Macar ms 
Antrim, 8.) ... or sie er ‘ a 


INDIAN TRooPS FOR CHINA—Cost—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ne 8.); 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India egpiae G Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing)... ize . , re na Lets 


JAPANESE TROOPS FOR CHINA ee Mr. Herbert Roberts Ms bighshire, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick . +8 . ne ‘Tilse. és 





YANG-TszE VALLEY—ENGLISH SUPPORT TO THE VICEROYS—Question, Mr. 
Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ana < : 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—TREATMENT OF BOERS IN British HospiraALs— 
Questions, Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrewsbury), and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answers, The Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


TRANSPORT—CATERING ARRANGEMENTS ON THE ‘ CUSTODIAN.”—Question, 
Mr. Paulton (Durham, Bishop Auckland) ; Answer, Mr. Macartney 


THE “AVONDALE CASTLE” CANTEEN PRrIcES — Question, Mr. Bryce 
(Aberdeen, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham pea a a in 


Unper-AGE RECRUITS—PRIVATE WALSH 1ST MUNSTER Piaiammamea is 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ia ‘ ss 


South Denes Camp, YARMOUTH— COLLECTION BY THE SISTERS OF 
NAZARETH—Question, Dr. Tanner (Cork Co., Mid); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham Mee aus nai ae Pe mee oe ne 

Boots AND CLOTHING FOR THE TROoOPS—Question, General Russell (Chelten- 
ham); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee oe aie a cus 


CoLENSO ENGAGEMENT — COLONEL Lona’s REpoRT — Questions, General 
Russell, and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


3RD INNISKILLING FUSILIERS—-Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


INVALIDED SOLDIERS—STATISTICS—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham aes * re a 


Civin TRIBUNALS AT JOHANNESBURG—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies Pk J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) 5 — aes is ; nas ae ae 





MartiAL Law—PAPERS ON THE CAPE REBELS—Question, Mr. Sydney 
Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


ArMy CHAPLAIN AT HonG KonG—Questions, Mr. Brodie Hoare caidas 
and Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ; Answers, Mr, Wyndham 


SenTRY DUTY IN THE en eee, a Rasch nai = 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham i * a 
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OvutLay upon BELLEVILLE Borers — Questions, Mr. Hedderwick (Wick 
Burghs), and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, Mr. Macartney 


British SoutrH ArricA CoMPANY—REPORTED TRANSFER TO THE CRowN— 
Question, Mr. Sydney Buxton ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


‘ British TRADE IN MApaGascarR — Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick e = a ‘nn oe ae i 


CABLE COMMUNICATION BETWEEN THE WEST INDIAN ISLANDS—Question, Mr. 
Tomlinson (Preston) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


INDIAN FAMINE—LOANS TO NATIVE STATES — Question, Sir William Wedder- 
burn (Banffshire) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


REMISSIONS OF LAND REVENUE—-Question, Sir William Wedderburn ; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton : — — 


RAINFALL IN THE FAMINE AREAS—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree 
(Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


CATTLE IN THE FAMINE DistrRICTS—SUPPLIES OF SEED GRAIN, FopDER, ETC. 
—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) ; Answer, Lord G. 
Hamilton 


CHOLERA IN THE FAMINE DISTRICTS — ans Mr. C. P. Scott ; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton oo < ‘2 ve Ks an , 


INDIAN PenaL LAws—Question, Sir William Wedderburn; Answer, Lord 
G. Hamilton = ie me 


New TAXation IN INDIA SINCE 1886—Question, Sir William Wedderburn ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


THE CoMMANDER-IN-CHIEF IN INDIA—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton (a 


SILVER CortnAGE—Question, Mr. W. F. D. Smith (Westminster) ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) 


IncomME TAX—INTEREST ON Municipal LoAns—Questions, Sir Alfred 
Hickman (Wolverhampton, W.) and Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; 
Answers, Sir M. Hicks-Beach ms is ‘ws oan ws 


PrisoN TREATMENT OF DEBToRS—Question, Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment (Sir M. White- Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) ia sali 


METROPOLITAN PoLice Forcr—Question, Capt. Norton (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, Sir M. White-Ridley : vi ae si he ‘a 


UNDELIVERED Post Carps—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPHIC Orrice—OverRTIME—Question, Mr. Woods (Essex, 
Walthamstow) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury — re on 


CooreniL (CAVAN) PosTMASTERSHIP—Question, Mr. Samuel Young sian 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... a aw ae an " es 
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NeEWBLIss Post OrricE—Question, Mr. Macaleese ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... 


R.LC. MepicaL APPOINTMENT FOR TIPPERARY-—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy 
(Louth, N.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland ac G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) 


GRAZING IN PHa:NIX PARK, DUBLIN— —_— Mr. T. M. Healy; ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury . athe . a - wi - i 


IrisH Boarpd OF PuBLIC WorkS—ASSISTANT SURVEYOR OF BUILDINGS— 
Question, Sir George Fardell (Paddington, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


G. W. Balfour ... 


THE BoTANICAL GARDENS, DUBLIN—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury — at ean bag ai ae, Sey 


TRACTION ENGINES ON IRISH ROADS—Question, Mr. Macaleese ; Answer, Mr. 


Sutton To HowrH TraMway—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury ite sce se ran ‘“ ad 


LISTOWEL TO TARBERT RAILWAY—Questions, Mr. Flavin and Capt. Donelan 
(Cork, E.); Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


POLICE PROTECTION NEAR LISTOWEL—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, Mr. G. 
W. Balfour : 


CELTIC MANUSCRIPTS—SALARY OF THE IRISH SCRIBE—Question, Mr. Dillon 
(Mayo, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... re ; 


MoNAGHAN AsyLuUM Works—Question, Mr. Daly sain sida Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour ‘a ; 


SnEEM (County Kerry) PoLice Force—Questions, Mr. Flavin and Mr. 
Flynn (Cork, N.); Answers, Mr G. W. Balfour 


Irish EpucATION—NEW REGULATIONS—Question, Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr. 
G. W. Balfour i oe : 


ExtrRA SUBJECTS--REMUNERATION OF TEACHERS—Question, Mr. William 
Abraham (Cork County, N. E.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


Monitors IN Irish NATIONAL SCHOOLS—Question, Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E.); Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


Irish County SuRVEYorS—Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE—STANDING ORDERS — Question, Mr. Carvell 
Williams (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answer, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ase ihe 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Mr. Talbot (Oxford University), Lord 
Hugh Cecil, Mr. Bryce, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester, Forest of Dean), 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield), and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ots es 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Sea Fisheries Bill—Reported from the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
Evidence ; Special Report brought up, and read. Report and Special 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be des [No. 287.] Bill 
reported, without amendment... ' ‘s ane ‘i 
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Companies Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee on Trade, ete., with 
Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 288.] 

Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 288.] 

Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be considered upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 304.] 


NEW BILIS. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION (ISLE OF MAN)—-Bill to 
extend The Elementary School Teachers’ (Superannuation) Act, 1898, to 
Teachers serving in the Isle of Man and to service as a Teacher in that 
Island, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jesse Collings and Secretary Sir 
Matthew White Ridley. 


Elementary School Teachers’ Superannuation (Isle of Man) Bill— 
“To extend the Elementary School Teachers (Superannuation) Aci, 1898, 
to Teachers serving in the Isle of Man and to service as a Teacher in that 
Island,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 305.] 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION (JERSEY)—Bill to extend 
The Elementary School Teachers (Superannuation) Act, 1898, to Teachers 
serving in the Island of Jersey and to service as a Teacher in that Island, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jesse Collings and Secretary Sir Matthew 
White Ridley. 


Elementary School Teachers’ Superannuation (Jersey) Bill—‘“To 
extend the Elementary School Teachers (Superannuation) Act, 1898, to 
Teachers serving in the Island of Jersey and to service as a Teacher in 
that Island,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 306.] 


Intermediate Education (Ireland) Bill—{Srconp Reapinc|—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Mr. G. WV. Balfour.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. John Redmond (Water- Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) 
ford)... a ... 489 Sir James Haslett (Belfast, N.) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Mr. Harrington (Dublin Har- 
[eqis) ... dies .. 495 bour) ... - vi se 
Mr. 7. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 497 Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) — ... 
Mr. Lecky (Dublin Uni- Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
versity) ... ies a On Mr. J. F. X. O'Brien (Cork) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)  ... 502 Mr. Shee (Waterford, WV.) ia 
Mr. Rentoul (Down, E.) ... 508 Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid.) 
Serjeant Hemphill (Tyrone, 
aa” ll ee 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read 2“ and committed for Monday next. 
Irish Education Bill—{Srconp Reapinc]—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr John Redmond ae 


ford 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


528 


529 


Mr. Lecky (Dublin University) ... 
Mr. G. W. Balfour 


Motion for Second Reading, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill withdrawn. 


read. 


Agricultural Holdings Bill [THirp Reapinc]—Order for Third Reading 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a third 


time.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’”—(Mr. Buchanan.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Dr, Farquharson ee 
shire, W.) 

Major Rasch (Essex, S. B)... 

Mr, Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Molton) ... 

Mr. Strutt (Essez, Maldon) 

Mr. Alfred Thomas (Gla- 
morganshire, E.) 

Mr. Giles (Cambr idgeshire, 
Wisbech) “a 

Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea 
Districts) 

Mr, Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) 

Mr. Channing g (Nor thamptonshire, 
E.) 

Col. Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire 
Newport) 


Mr. — Lloyd- _— (Car narvon 
Boroughs). Awe 

Mr. Humphre -ys- Owen (Mont- 
gomeryshire) . 


The Attorney- General (Sir Robert 
Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 


Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint ‘Boroughs) 


Post Office Sites Bill—[Tuirp Reapinc|—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read the 


third time. ” 


DIscUSSION :— 
Mr. Caldwell ieee 
Mid) : 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


sideration, as amended, read. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Caldwell 


582 


583 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


[FourTH SERIES. ] 





The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


County Courts (Investment of Deposits) Bill [Lords]—Order for con- 


Sir Robert Finlay oes ow 
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Lunacy Board (Scotland) (Salaries, etc.) Bill—Order for consideration, 
as amended, read. 


Mr. Caldwell 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


or 
io 2) 
w 


Oil in Tobacco Bill—Considered in Committee—(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 
Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
Dr. Tanner (County Mayo, Mid) ... vo tee si ee » 584 
Clause agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Question proposed, “ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 
Dr, Tanner avs sks she wis ee ins ne w. 584 
Clause agreed to. 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 


Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill {[Lords]—Considered in Committee, 
and reported, with an Amendment. 


Bill considered, as amended ; read the third time, and passed, with an 
Amendment... bon ane me mee o me 2 ... 584 


Diocesan Records Bill renee for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged. Bill withdrawn = = sf 


584 
Railways pga ™ nme Bill—Lords Amendments considered, 
and agreed to.. Be Kas .« be4 


GREENWICH HospirAL—Resolved, That the Statement of the estimated Income 
and Expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and Travers’ Foundation for the 
year 1900-1901 be approved.—Mr. Austen Chamberlain)... iG ... 584 
In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: FRIDAY, 20TH JULY, 1900. 


Sat First—TueE EARL OF STRAFFORD sat first in Parliament after the death of 
his brother i : 


cr 
foal 
Nl] 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THE LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with :—South Wales Electrical Power Distribution. And also 
the. Certificate that the Standing Orders applieable to the following Bill 
have been complied with: :—London (Marylebone) Provisional Order. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... ba he ce ... 585 
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Exmouth Urban District Water Bill [u.L.] ; Gwyrfai Rural District Coun- 
cil Water Bill [H.L.]|—Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to.. 


East London Water Bill — or from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments ... re sh ae 


City of London ‘aaa Powers) Bill—The Queen’s consent signitied ; 
and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments.. , 


London and North Western patil oo from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments 


London United Tramways oniiinescds ted from the Select Committee 
with Amendments iis . xd pas : 


Blackpool, St. Anne’s, —_ a ‘Tramways BillReporte, with 


Amendments ... 


Wandsworth, and sien Gas 5 Bill—eporta from the Select Committee 
with Amendments 


Aberdeen Police and Improvement Bill—Reported, with Amendments . 


London County Council (Money) Bill—Exeter Corporation Bill—Kings- 
court, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill—Reported, with Amendments ... 


Great Indian menue leuaentind petaiaatied sariianeitiaii without 
Amendment oe sia 


Durham —— of) Electric Power Supply Bill—Lancashire Electric 
Power Bill—Moved, That the Order made on the 12th day of March 
last, “That no Private Bill br ought from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Tuesday the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2¢ ; agreed to; and Bills read 27 
accordingly 


Midland Great Western Railway of _— Bill I fH = Read 3%, and 


passed, and sent to the Commons 
Dearne Valley Railway Bill aia-hanacia from the Commons agreed to 


Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas Bill [H.L.]—London Sea Water 
Supply Bill a8 L. <cemamen from the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments ... r see see sae <a ve eee “ 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill [H.L.]—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments considered, and 


agreed to 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [H.L.]; Great Southern and 
Western and Waterford, and Central Ireland Railway Companies 
Amalgamation Bill [H.L.]; Reported from the Joint Committee with 
Amendments ... “ ses - ia 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [H.i.]; Midland Great West- 
ern Railway of Ireland Bill [H.L.]; Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford and Central Ireland Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill 
[H.L.] Report from the Joint Committee (with the proceedings of the 
Committee) made, and to be printed. (No. 196) . : wis Ly 


d 2 
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Edinburgh —— of the Working Classes) Improvement Scheme 
Provisional Order Bill. (No. 201); Paisley Waterworks Provisional 
Order Bill. (No. 202)—Brought from the Commons, read 1*, to be 
printed ; and referred to the examiners ‘ = sh pis 


London (St. Luke) Provisional Order Bill ; London‘ iesiaesine provi- 
sional Order Bill ; House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bill reported 
without ainendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills to be read 
3¢ on Monday next " vie sh 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 
Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Work- 
ing Classes) (No. 2) Bill; Read 3* (according to Order), and passed 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill -~ eangemaaed Amendments 
considered (according to Order), and agreed to re ‘ " 


Dublin Corporation Bill—Clontarf Urban District Council “oe 
from the Joint Committee that the said Bills ought to be allowed to 
proceed ; the proceedings of the Select Committee laid nail the Table, 
and to be printed. (No. 204) eh ” es ‘ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Ligut Rartways Act, 1896—Order made by the Light Railway Commis- 
sioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of a light railway in the counties of Devon and Cornwall 


from Bere Alston Station to Calstock, and the working of a portion of the 
East Cornwall Mineral Railway as a light railway ... = me ig 


CiviL SERvIcCE ComMissioN—Forty-fourth Report of Her — s Civil 
Service Commissioners ; with Appendix ‘sie ss ne ek 


PusLic REcorDs ae, asd -Second sans of the 7 ore of 
the Records ‘ . . < 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND)—Return for the quarter ended 30th June, 
1900 : aie se - sp oats oe ah $s 


TRADE REPpoRTS—ANNUAL SERIES—No. 2479. Argentine Republic (Agricul- 
tural — commercial condition) ; No. 2480, Argentine Republie (Buenos 
Ayres) ; No. 2481, Chile ; No. 2482, Greece (Finances) ; No. 2483, Austria- 
Hungary. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION AcT, 1889—Minute by the Board of Education 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act, fer the 
county of ‘Middlesex (fifth minute). Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table se — a vl 


Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to or ; See 


Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill [u.L.] — Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with an Amendment; the said Amendment to be 


printed, and to be considered on Tuesday next. (No. 194.) 


County Courts (Investment of Deposits) Bill (H.L.|—Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments; the said Amendments to be 


printed. (No. 195.) . 
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Agricultural Holdings Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; to be 


wa and to be read 2¢ on eth next _ Lord sides Seal - 
Cross.]) (No. 197.) i ‘ ‘ . 


Lunacy Board (Scotland) Salaries, etc., Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1*; to be _ and to be read 2* on Tuesday’ next at Lord 


Balfour). (No. 198.) .. 


Oil in Tobacco :: "pg from the Commons; read 17; and to be 
printed. (No. 199.) . : . v si ee si 


Post Office Sites Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1*; to be amass 
and referred to the Examiners. (No. 200.)... ‘ 


County and Borough Franchise Assimilation (London) Bill—House in 
Committee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; and 
re-committed to the Standing Committee i acs ‘a 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—House in Committee (according to Order). 
Clause 4 :-— 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 4, page 1, line 24, to leave out from ‘burgh of regality’ to end 
of clause, and to insert volice burgh and any other burgh within the meaning of 
the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, to which that Act applied from its 
commencement.’ ”_(Lord Balfour of Burle igh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 5 to 8 agreed to. 


Clause 9 :— 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 9, page 3, line 36, to leave out ‘shall’ and to insert ‘ may.’ 
(Lord Balfour of Burleigh. ) 


Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 9, as amended, agreed to, 
Clauses 10 to 12 agreed to. 
Clause 13 :— 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 13, page 5, line 20, to leave out Sub-section (a).”—(Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to— 
Clause 13, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 14 :— 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 14, page 5, line 38, to leave out from end of line to end of 
clause, and to insert ‘until (1) he voluntarily resigns ; or (2) his disqualification 
has been determined by an election court under and within the meaning of 
the Elections (Scotland) (Corrupt and [legal Practices) Act, 1890, on a petition 
presented within the time. specified by the said Act, by the town council or by 
any four or more electors, or, in the case of disqualification alleged to exist at 
the time of nomination or election, by any candidate opposing him at the 
election, provided that the last-mentioned Act shall be held to apply to 


liii 
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the said petition and procedure thereon, provided that in the case of any 
continuing disqualification it shall be competent to present such petition at 
any time while the disqualification subsists; and provided also that if in the 
opinion of the election court any disqualified person has in the knowledge of 
his disqualification made an oath or declaration de fideli, or taken his seat in 
the town council, it shall be in the power of the Court to impose on him a fine 
not exceeding one hundred pounds, which fine shall be paid to the town council, 
and applied in such manner as they may direct ; or (3) a resolution declaring 
his office vacant has been passed by the town council at a meeting of which 
notice shall be given to the councillor in question and to the other councillors 
of the burgh at Teast three days before the date of such meeting ; provided that 
the said councillor shall be entitled to appeal against any such resolution by 
lodging a note of appeal within fourteen days after the date of such resolution 
in manner provided by Section 339 of the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892 ; 
and provided, further, that no such appeal shall entitle the said councillor to 
vote and act as a councillor while the same is pending.’”—(Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 14, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 15 to 22 agreed to. 
Clause 23 :— 


Amendment moved. 


“In Clause 23, page 8, line 10, after ‘another’ to insert ‘or their residing 
more than seven miles beyond some part of the municipal boundary.’ ”—-(Zhe 
Earl of Camperdown.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... Ren me ‘ot wad bee ... 592 
Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 23, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 24 to 35 agreed to. 
Clause 36 :— 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 36, page 12, line 18, at end of clause to insert ‘ provided that 
any vacancy so occurring may, if the town council so resolve, be filled up ad a 
interim as soon as may be by a special election by the electors, and such election 
shall be held as nearly as may be under the provisions of this Act, and the 
returning officer at such election shall, snbject to the approval of the town 
council, fix the date of the election, and shall fix the dates tor the issue of all IN] 
necessary notices and for lodging and withdrawing nomination papers, so that 
the intervals between such respective dates shall be the same as in the case of 
ordinary elections under this Act.’”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 36, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 37 to 60 agreed to. 
Clause 61: 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 61, page 17, line 31, after ‘office’ to insert ‘under this Act or Ez 
the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892.’”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 61, as amended, agreed to. 





Clauses 62 to 87 agreed to. 
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Clause 88 :— 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 88, page 24, line 2, after ‘levied’ to insert ‘or funds 
managed.’”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 88, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 89 to 101 agreed te. 
Clause 102 :— 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 102, page 29, line 10, at end of clause to insert ‘and in any 
burgh where under the existing law it has been the custom of the town council 
to appoint a councillor to perform the duties and functions formerly performed 
by the dean of guild in such council, or in any dean of guild court of such burgh, 
the council may continue to make such an appointment, and the whole pro- 
visions of this Act relating to the appointment, tenure, vacating office, and 
supply of vacancies applicable to a bailie shall be applicable to the councillor so 
appointed.’ ”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 102, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 103 to 108 agreed to. 
Clause 109 amended, and agreed to. 
Clause 110 to 115 agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“To insert as a new clause, ‘ Nothing in this Act contained shall affect the 
rights, powers, or authorities of any county council or district committee of a 
county council or local authority of a county or a district of a county under the 
Pubiie Health (Scotland) Act, 1897; or prejudice the provisions of Sub-sections 
1 and 2 of Section 81 of the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, as amended 
by Section 44 of the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894.’”-—(Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh.) 

New Clause agreed to. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee ; and to be printed as 
amended, (No. 203.)... “os si es wis ree vine .. 594 


INDIAN EXPENDITURE—REPORT OF THE RoyAL ComMMIss1on—Moved, “ That 
an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty for copies of any corres- 
pondence between the Secretary of State for India in Council and the 
Treasury on the subject of the Report of the Royal Commission on Indian 
Expenditure.”—(Zhe Earl of Northbrook.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Welby +i < The Prime Minister the Secretary 
The Earl of Onslow ..- 605 of State for Foreign Affairs 
The Earl of Kimberley... 610 (the Marquess of Salisbury) ... 616 


On Question, agreed to. Return ordered accordingly. 


Order of the Day for 





Executors (Scotland) Bill [Seconp ReApinG} 
Second Reading read. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... me = aii ae ia 2 


Bill read 2* (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Tuesday next. 
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Diocesan Registration Bill [1.v. ase 3° sia to Order), and —" 
and sent to the Commons 


Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners and Others) Bill—Order 
of the Day for the Third Reading read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 3*.—(Lord Heneage) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Lord Chancellor (The Lord Heneage 
Earl of Halsbury) .. 649 


On Question, “That the debate on the said motion be adjourned,” re- 
solved in the affirmative, and ordered accordingly ; Bill to be read 3° on 
Monday next. 


Members of Local Authorities Relief Bill (1.1. pee 3" sated to 
Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons ‘ 


Housing of the Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment Bill—{Srconp 
READING]—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Lord Harris.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Earl Carrington... . 627 The Lord Privy Seal i aidasssc 
The Chairman of Committees Cross)... - 
(The Earl of Morley) ... 629 Lord Windsor 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2° accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next. 


Prohibition of Exportation of Arms Bill [H.L.]—A Bill to amend the 
law relating to the exportation of arms, ammunition, and military and 
naval stores—was presented by The Lord Chancellor; read 1‘; to be 
printed ; and to be read 2* on Monday next. (No. 205) .. 


House adjourned at half-past Seven of the clock. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 20TH JULY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Bits [Lorps] (No STanpING ORDERS APPLICABLE)—MRr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That in the case of the following Bill, originating in the 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz. :—Fraser Settled Chattels Bill (Lords). Ordered, That 
the Bill be read a second time. 


Belfast and ged ws Railway ¥ Bill—Lords Amendment considered, 
and agreed to . “ne ‘ 


Jarrow and Hebburn Electricity Suppl Bill ; Nottingham Cor —— 
Bill—Lords Amendments considered, an agreed to ‘ ee ‘me 


Edinburgh Corporation Bill [Lords]|—Queen’s consent signified ; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments ove 
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Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill ar iil ead the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments sa ea he sien 


Hammond (G. H.) racy igs A Bill [Lords]; London and San Francisco Bank 
Bill [Lords]—Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment 


Margate Pier and Harbour Bill [Lords]—Queen’s consent signified ; read 
the third time, and passed, with Amendments sis des 


Mersey Railway Bill [Lords]; Rawmarsh Urban District Council (Tram- 
ways) Bill [Lords]—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Liverpool Overhead Railway _ at -As amendment, considered ; 
to be read the third time we _ ase oe 


Rotherham Corporation Bill [Lords] (By Order)—As amended, considered ; 


Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time ms ve 


Electric Lighting Provisional inae atin 12) soeiianein Amendments. 


considered and agreed to 


Edinburgh (Housing of the Working Classes) Improvements Scheme 
Provisional Order Bill—Keported ; without Amendment [Provisional 
Orher confirmed]; Report to lie _— the Table—Bill read the third 
time, and passed , 


Paisley Waterworks Provisional Order Sat-ttapertea without amend- 
ment [Provisional Order rpsoreee: Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill read the third time, and passed .. ~ vax soi 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders ote Boe Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next ... Si 


Railways (Ireland) iosuuaine Bill—Minutes of Proceedings of the 
Joint Committee to be printed. [No 293]... si seat mee 


GLascow District Tramways {|Lor ene [Preamble not i oved | ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed sé ‘ ae 


Railway Bill (Group 8)—Sir Lewis M’Iver reported from the Committee 
on Group 8 of Railway Bills, That, for the convenience of the Committee, 
they had adjourned till a next, at half- _ Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table .. ats i ah 


Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf Urban District Council Bill 
(Joint Committee)—Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf Urban District 
Council Bill reported, with Amendments. Leave to the Committee to 
make a Special Report. Special Report brought up, and read. Reports 
and Special Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ay 





MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; 
London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) Provisional Order Bill; London 
(Poplar) Provisional Order Bill, without amendment. 


That they have agreed to—South-Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill, 
with an Amendment. 


lvii 


Page 


636 


636 


636. 


636, 


636 


636. 


637 


637 


637 


637 


637 


637 








iviii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 20.) 


That they have agreed to—Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 1 Bill; Pier and Harbours Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Great 
Northern Railw ay Bill; Midland Railway Bill; Portland Urban District 
Gas Bill, with amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendment to Amendments to—Hamilton, 
Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways Bill. 


That they had agreed to Amendments to—South Staffordshire Tram- 
ways Bill [Lords ss Aston Manor Tramways Bill [Lords]; Falkirk and 
District Water Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


That they have agreed to—Burnley Corporation Bill [Lords], with an 
amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act for empowering the 
Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Company to acquire additional 
lands; to raise additional capital; and for other purposes.” Midland 
Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill [Lords] : - 


Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill [Lords|—Read the 


first time ; and referred to the Examiner of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


East InpiA (Contacious DIsEAsEs)— Petition for alteration of law,, from 
Hoshangabad ;_ Ferozepore ; | Bundi; Shimoga; Neemuch ; 
Sandoway ; Ludhiana (two) ; Nagpur ; Hsipaw ; Bhaisdehi; Aijal ; Jalua 
(two ; Ahmedabad ; Batala ; Girgoon; Bengal; Santipor; Bankupur ; 
Belgaum ; and Muttra ; to lie upon the Table sé ss : 


Education pues Bill—Petition from Dundee, against ; to lie = the 
Table ; : ide ; : 


Sale of Intoxicating iieined to Children (No. 2) Bill—Two Petitions 


from Leicester, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Old Kilpatrick ; and Loudoun ; to lie upon the Table 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from aaa ave 
Gate ; Denby Dale ; and Leicester (two) ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Civit SERVICE ComMMission—Copy presented, of Forty-fourth Report of the 
Commissioners, with Appendix {by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Ligut Raitways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the counties of 
Devon and Cornwall from Bere Alston Station to Calstock, and the 
working of a portion of the East Cornwall Mineral Railway as a Light 
Railway (Bere Alston and Calstock Light Railway Order, 1900) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table oe oe Ss 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION COMMITTEES (WOMEN MEMBERS—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 5th April ; Mr. Jebh| ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 289] i és ies “ee ve es 

TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION Act, 1889—Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 


the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act for the county of 
Middlesex (Fifth Minute) [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table aie 
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AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Return for the ssaainit 
ended 30 June, 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table re 
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Charges Bill [Lords], without amendment. That they have passed a Bill 
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“An Act to amend the Law relating to registration in Provincial 
and Diocesan Registries.” Diocesan Registration Bill [Lords.] Also a 
Bill intituled, “An Act to relieve Members of County Councils and other 
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NEW BILLS. 


MepicaL Acr (1858) ExTENsIon—Bill to extend the provisions of the 
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Medical Act (1858) Extension Bill—‘“ To extend the provisions of the 
Medical Act, 1858,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. (Bill 307. | 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TraFFic Acts AMENDMENT—Bill to amend the Rail- 
way and Canal Traffic Acts, 1854, 1875, and 1888, ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Thomas Gibson- Carmichael, Mr. tedderw ick, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Mr. Griffith-Boscawen, and Mr. Yoxall. 


Railway and Canal Traffic Acts Amendment Bill—“ To amend the Rail- 
way and Canal Traffic Acts, 1854, 1873, and 1888,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a seeond time upon Friday next, and to be 


printed. [Bill 308.] 

TEACHERS OF Music REGISTRATION—Bill for the registration of Teachers of 
Music, ordered to be brought in by Mr. J. W. Sidebotham, Sir Henry 
Bemrose, Sir John Brunner, Mr. Alban Gibbs, Sir William Houldsworth, 
and Mr. Provand. 

Teachers of Music Registration Bill—‘“ For the registration of Teachers 


of Music,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, 30th July, and to be printed. [Bill 309.] ... 


SUPPLY (20TH ALLoTrep Day|—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENT ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 

Ciass IV, 

1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£787,503 (including a Supplementary sum of £95,434) be granted to Her 
M: ajesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Char. ge which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901, for the Expenses of the Commissioners of National Education 
in Ireland, including a Grant in Aid of the Teachers’ Pension Fund, 
Ireland.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£787,403, be granted for the said Service.”—(I/r. 0’ Malley.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. John Redmond (Water- Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 
ford). ... 682 Major Jameson (Clare, VW.) ... 
Mr. Rentoul (Down, ‘E) 1 OF Mr. T. D. Sullivan (Donegal, IV. ) 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .... 700 Mr, Daly (Monaghan, 8S.) si 
The Chief Secretary jor Tre- Mr. J. F. X. O Brien (Cork)... 
land (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick)... 
Leeds, Central) ... w» 705 Serjeant Hemphill (Tyrone, N.)... 
Mr. Harrington (Dublin, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, Pe 
Hurbour) ... 409 Mr. T. P. OVonnor (Livenpoo, 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Scotland) ‘ 
Boroughs) ee ‘ee ANZ Mr. Bitcher (1 ‘ork) ee sc 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Kerry, Mr. Crean (Queen’s — 
WV. 716 Ossory) ... 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N. ) 721 Dr. Tanner (Cork County, Mid)... 
The Vice-President of the Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N. . 
Department of Agriculture Mr, Shee (Waterford, W.) 


for Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, 
Dublin Co., S.) +. wco- 728 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 70; Noes, 104. (Division List No. 228.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. John Redmond <<, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 768 
Question put and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do now 
report this Resolution to the House.”—Mr. 4. J. Balfour. 
Mr. John Redmond ~~ ae Mr. T. M. Healy AS —- v7 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Crass III. 


2. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£54,767, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete a sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Expenses of Reformatory 
and Industrial Schools in Ireland. ” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Dillon ; vse. “Se Dr, Commins (Cork, S. EB.) - oe 
Mr G. W. Balfour me See Mr. Austin (Cork, S. E.) ... 780 
Sir. Thomas Esmonde 779 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum not exceeding 
£54,757, be granted for the said Service. ”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


‘Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th day of this instant 
‘July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Two of the clock. 





LORDS: MONDAY, 23rp JULY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LorD CHANCELLOR aquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :—Post Office Sites; Edinburgh (Housing of Working 
Class) Improvement Scheme Provisional Order. 


Also the Certificate that no furthur Standing Orders are applicable to 
the following Bill :—Paisley Waterworks Provisional Order. The same 
were ordered to lie on the Table _... Pe ens ios eke vo 


‘STANDING ORDERS CoMMITTEE—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 


complied with in respect of the following Bills ought to be dispensed with, 
and the Bills allowed to proceed :—London, Walthamstow, and Epping 
Forest Railway (Abandonment); North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply. Read, and agreed to ove rie ns jie site w» 785 
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West Ham ee — — _— from the Select — with 
Amendments ae ses ¥ 


West Bromwich Corporation wigan from the Select prea: 
with Amendments ies - 


Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Bill— —— from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments 


Croydon Tramways and Improvements Bill—Reported with Amendments 


Scarborough Corporation Bill—The Queen’s consent sesieeadibiale and Bill 
reported, with Amendments .. - ae nde ; 


Lancaster Corporation Bill—The — consent signified; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments ... se A dec i a 


Durham (County of) Electric Power Supply Bill ; Lancashire Electric 
Power Bill; Committed. The Committees to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection ee ee Jas ea 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—TuHrE CHAIRMAN oF 
CoMMITTEES informed the House that the opposition to the Order was 
withdrawn. The orders made on Monday and Thursday last discharged, 
and Bill committed to a Committee of the Whole House ... 


Alexandra Park Bill—Tue CHArrMAN oF CoMMITTEES informed the House 
that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders made on 
Thursday last discharged, and Bill committed 


Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill (Weston-super-Mare Order) ; 
Neweastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill; The Order made on Thursday 
last appointing certain Lords the Select Committee to consider the Bills, 
discharged 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill—Moved, That the 
Order made on the 12th day of March last, ‘‘ That no Private Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday, 
the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
read 2%; agreed to; Bill read 24 accordingly Ks 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill; London and South Western Railway Bill ; 
Aberdeen Corporation Tramways Bill; Read 3", with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons ... a 


Great Western Railway Bill—Read 3, with the Amendments ; further 
Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons ... s 


London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway (Amendment) 
Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; and referred to the 


Examiners 


Hammond (G. H.) Company Bill [#.L.]; London and San Francisco Bank 
Bill [H.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to 





Belfast and County Down Railway Bill—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendment agreed to ; ; nae <a 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Jarrow and 
Hebburn Electricity Supply Bill; Nottingham Corporation Bill— 
Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to ‘is 


Edinburgh Corporation Bill [.L.] ; Mersey Railwa; Bill [H.L.] ; Rawmarsh 
Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill [H.L.]|—Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments con- 
sidered, and ‘agreed to 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill 1 fie me Margate Pier and Harbour 
Bill [1.1.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments 


Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Railway Bill—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration 
of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table: The orders made on the 13th instant and 
Monday last discharged ; and Bill committed 





Select ‘Committee, That the Committee had not cee with the con- 
sideration of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table: The orders made on the 12th instant 
and Monday last discharged ; and Bill committed for Thursday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9.) Bill) — (Dorchester 
Order)-——Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill—Torquay 
Order)—Tottenham Urban District Council Bill—Bray and Enniskerry 
Railway Bill -Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Earl of 
Waldegrave and the Earl of Carnwath be proposed to the House as 
members of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl 
of Carrington and the Lord Heneage ; read and agreed to... 


London (St. Luke) Provisional Order Bill—London (Southwark) Pro- 
visional Order Bill—Read 3¢ (according to Order), and passed i 


Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—(Weston-super-Mare Order)— 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill—Durham (County of) Electric 
Power Supply Bill—Lancashire Electric Power Bill—Shannon Water and 
Electric Power Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select Committee 
for the consideration of the said Bills, viz. :—E. Carnwath, V. Frankfort 
de Montmorency, L. Wolverton, L. Aberdare, L. Brassey (Chairman.) 
Agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee 
to meet to-morrow at Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 

Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill—Moved, That the Order made 
on the 12th day of March last, “ That no Private Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday, the 26th 
day of June next,” be dispensed with.—(Lord Lurgan.) 

On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Lord Lurgan.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Mayo... ... 789 The Chairman of Committees (The 
Lord Lurgan vse io a Earl of Morley) eae 
Lord Massy ove 794 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed ; the 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) Act, 1889—-General Report of the Commissioners 
under the Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889; with an appendix con- 
taining ordinances, minutes, correspondence, evidence and other documents 





InpIA FAMINE—Advances and gifts to agriculturists for seed, cattle, and 
subsistence at the end of the famine... 


RAILWAys (ConTINUOUS BrAKES)—Return by the railway companies of the 
United Kingdom for the six months ending the 3lst December, 1899. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ‘ ; 


CuINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK —— PRESENTATION OF PAPERS—Question, 
The Earl of Kimberley ; Answer, The Prime Minister and Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Salisbury) 


Education Bill [u.L.|—(Second Reading)—Moved, “That the Bill be now 
read a second time.”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Norton bis re The Lord bishop of Hereford 
Earl Spencer ‘is x Fae The Earl of Kimberley ... or 
The Lord Archbishop of The Lord President of the Council 

Canterbury ‘ se “809 (the Duke of Devonshire) 

Lord Reay ... sie sae “ORF 

On Question, agreed to. 

Bill read 2" accordingly. 

DISCUSSION :— 

Lord Kinnaird was Sek w. «854 The Under Secretary of State for 


India (the Earl of Onslow) 


Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill— 
Amendments reported (according to Order). Further Amendments 
made ; and Bill to be read 3°. add 


Copyright Bill [u.L.]—-Order of the day for the House to be put into 


Committee, read. 
Lord Monkswell — ... dee i gol ws =3: #. 840 


House in Committee (according to Order). The Amendments proposed 
by the Select Committee made. 


A further Amendment made; and Bill re-committed to the Standing 
Committee ; and to be printed as amended. | No. 206.] 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Ireland) Bill—House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


Clauses 1 to 8 amended, and agreed to. 


Amendment moved 


“In page 4, after Clause 8, to insert the following new clause : ‘9. Sub- 
section 1 of Section 37 of the Land Law ([reland) Act, 1896 (which dispenses with 
the consent of the Treasury to the redemption of tithe rent-charge as therein 
mentioned) shall not have effect in the case of any tithe rent-charge to which 
Section 3 of this Act applies.’”—(Lord Ashbourne.) 





Amendment agreed te. 
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Remaining clauses amended, and agreed to. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 207.) 


Irish FISHERIES—INSPECTORS’ REPoRTS. 
The Earl of Mayo... .. 841 The Eurl of Denbigh 


Housing of the Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment Bill—House 
in Committee (according to Order); Amendments made; Bill re-com- 
mitted to the Standing Committee ; and to be printed as amended. (No. 
208) 


Prohibition of Exportation of Arms Bill [H.L.|—[Seconp Reapinc|— 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


Bill read 2 (according to Order), and committed toa Committee of the 
whole House to-morrow. 


SoutH AFRICA—SETTLEMENT OF SOLDIERS IN THE ORANGE RIvER COLONY 
AFTER THE WAR—Question, Lord Wolverton ; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Earl of Selborn) ... 


House adjourned at a quarter past Eight of the clock. 


COMMONS: MONDAY, 23rp Jury, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitts [Lorps}] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Sunderland 
Corporation Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time . 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz.:—Tramway Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill 
{Lords} ; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [Lords]: Ordered, 
That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow eds ae ~~ 


Hastings Tramways Bill; Lambeth Water Bill; Lancashire, Derbyshire, 
and East Coast Railway Bill — Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to 


Bury and District Water r (Transfer) Bill {lords} Read the third time, 


and passed, with Amendments 


Barnsley Corporation Bill [Lords]; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway Bill [Lords|—-As amended, considered; to be read the third 
time se ; 
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London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway (Abandonment) 
Bill—Not amended, considere 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time. —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed... 


North British ~“aamaaalis ia <i, amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time . 


Preston Corporation Bill [Lords]—As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made. Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and 
that the Bill be now read the third time. —(Mr, Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Ramsgate Corporation Improvements Bill [Lords]; Rotherhithe and 
Ratcliff Tunnel Bill eee As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time ‘ ‘ ve ad “a sas is sas 


Bournemouth incttanannas -” ait, — Read a second time, and 
committed y Ks ve wae — na 


Crystal Palace Company Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and committed. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 and 236 be suspended, and that the 
Committee on the Bill have leave to sit and proceed forthwith.—(I/r. 
Caldwell.) Fae aio “oe ‘ 3% Fe 


Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill—Order [12th February] 
referring the Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn.— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) ... ae sich 


Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway Bill [Lords :]--Ordered, That Standing 
Orders 211 and 236 be suspended, and that the Committee on the Buenos 
Ayres and Rosario Railway Bill a have leave to sit and i 

‘aldwell.) > HN si re 3 


Costa Rica Railway Company Limited, Bill [Lords] Ordered, That 
Standing Orders 211 pa 236 be suspended, and that the Committee on 
the Costa Rica Railw ay Company, Limited, Bill ors have leave to sit 
and proceed forthwith.—(Mr. Caldwell.) : ee ‘ - 





Roe’s Patent Bill [Lords]—Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 and 236 be 
suspended, and that the Committee on Roe’s Patent Bill [Lords] have leave 
to sit and proceed forthwith.—(Mr. Cauldwell.) son sn Sat 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to sek ai “et 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill ‘sigs ido amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time To-morrow : 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[Lords]|—Reported, with Amendments [Provisional Order confirmed] ; 
a to lie _ the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered To 

morrow. ‘ ae is ig ip ii ee 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS—-That they have agreed to—Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill, 
without amendment. That they have agreed to Amendments to—Gas 
Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords], Whitechapel and Bow Railway 
Bill [Lords], Exmouth Urban District Water Bill [Lords], Gwyrfai Rural 








District Council Water Bill [Lords], without amendment ... fee . 846 
PETITIONS. 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Two Petitions from Ryton- 
on-Tyne, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 3 .. 847 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 9 Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Swalwell ; Dunston-on-Tyne ay New W ‘in and 
Usworth Colliery ; to lie upon the Table... j tie ‘s a 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Dunston- 
on-Tyne ; Blaydon; Winlaton ; Hedgefield ; Crawcrook ; Rowlands Gill ; 
Blaydon Haughs ; and Usworth Colliery ; to lie upon the Table ... - OhT 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
RaiLways (Continuous Brakes)---Copy presented, of Return by Railway 
Companies of the United Kingdom for the six months ending the 31st 
December, 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... a ... 848 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) Act, 1889—Copy presented, of General Report of 
the Commissioners under the Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889, with an 
Appendix containing Ordinances, Minutes, Correspondence, Evidence, and 
other Documents [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... i ... 848 


SHEBEENS IN Towns (IRELAND)—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
6th July ; Mr. Maculeese|; to lie upon the Table ... bah =o ... 848 


East InpiaA (FAMINE)—Copy presented, of Advances and Gifts to Agricul- 
turists for Seed, Cattle, and Subsistence at the End of the Famine [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table... wild on om oe ... 848 


Post OFFICE TELEGRAPHS (REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE)—Return ordered, 
“of Revenue and Expenditure of the Post Office for each year from 1869- 
70 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 319, of Session 1899), 
and an Estimate for the same for the year ended the 31st day of March, 
1900, in the following form :— 
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Post OFFICE (REVENU ed, * of Revenue 
and Expenditure of the Post Office for each year agree 1869-70 (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 320, of Session 1899), and an 
Estimate of the same for the year ended the 31st day of March, 1900, in 
the following form :— 
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UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND)—Return ordered, ‘of the amount of Class Fees paid 
by Students attending each of the Universities of Scotland, showing for 
each University the various Faculties, the Class Subjects, the number of 
Students at the respective Classes, and the amount of Fees paid for 
instruction at these respective Classes, according to the following form :— 


Name of University__ 








Name of Faculty 


Students. Class Fees. 





Winter Session, 





























Summer Session, | Winter Session, | Summer Session, 
er 1899-1900. 1900. | 1899-1900. | 
| 
Class. | ] l <hr | ] | 
| | | 
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with Summaries showing the total number of students and amounts of fees 
respectively in each Falculty and each University ; and also grand totals 
for Scottish Universities.” . Thomas Shaw) wie . 849 
QUESTIONS. 

CurnA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—POSITION IN PEKING—RECENT NEWS— 
Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs); Answer, The 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 

y 
Guildford) ‘ ‘ ... 849 

THE YANG-TSZE eR eae Mr. Yerburgh sdidenibe ees 

Mr. Brodrick ... id ee ee ue ee sae a ... 851 
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CHINESE REPRESENTATIVES IN THIS COUNTRY—Question, Mr. Hedderwick 
(Wicks Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick bos see és 


Exports OF MUNITIONS OF WAR TO CHINA—-Question, Col. Pilkington 
(Lancashire, Newton); Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ae = ‘as “me ss ‘th 


PEKING LEGATION—NAVAL GuUARD—Question, Sir John Colomb (Great 
Yarmouth) ; Answer, The First Lord of the en — —— 
St. George’s, Hanover Square) ‘ 


PROVISION FOR THE SICK AND WOUNDED IN CHINA—HospITaL SHIP 
PRESENTED BY MAHARAJAH OF GWALIOR—Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; 
Answer, The 7" of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) ... ; ss be ; . 


SoutH AFRICAN WArR—HospitaAL AND MEpDICcCAL ARRANGEMENTS—COoM- 
MISSION OF INQUIRY—Questions, Col. Wyndham Murray (Bath) and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, $8.); Answers, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) és : = _ 


PUBLICATION OF DeEspATCHES—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour er a bi a Sele e 


SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 





Question, Capt. Donelan (Cork, E.); Answer, 
TRANSPORT OFFICERS—REWARDS AND DIsTINCTIONS—Question, Mr. Lambert 
(Devon, South Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen ror es 


BoER PRISONERS FOR fale eassinte Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; ts eee ee th i 


RECENT MILITARY OPERATIONS—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham _ a an om us 


HospitaL RetTu RNS—Question, Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, siesta ; Answer 
Mr. Wyndham ad sin oe ss see i ss 


BorrR WOMEN SENT TO THE ENEMY’s LiINES—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott 
(Lancashire, Leigh) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; 


3RD INNISKILLING FUSILIERS—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ki hs Mis tee ins 


Miuitary LAnpbs Act, 1892—Question, Capt. Sinclair ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
War Orrick EmpLoyees’ Bonus—Question, Capt. Norton (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office ian “J. Powell 


W illiams, Birmingham, 8.) 


LANCASHIRE VOLUNTEER ALLOWANCES—Question, Lord Balcarres sain 
Chorley) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ” in — ee - 


Kitwortu RIFLE RANGE 
J. Powell Williams 





Question, Mr. Maurice oe (Cork) ; Answer, Mr. 


Army Sarrt Conrracts—Questions, Mr. Maurice Healy and Mr. T. M. Healy 
(Louth, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Powell Williams i es me 
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Tue CHANNEL FLEET — VisIT TO INVERGORDON—Question, Mr. Caldwell 
Lanarkshire, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen ... a je yer ‘ 


SAILING TRAINING SQUADRON—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ee _— ;: 
Answer, Mr. Goschen sa bas eat See ds 


ForetGN Men-or-War IN JERSEY HarBouR—Questions, Mr. Lambert and 
Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Goschen... am 


RoyAL MARINE OFFICERS’ CLOTHING—Question, Mr. Arnold-Forster; Answer, 
Mr. Goschen Pog aie ae obs a wie 
INDIAN FAMINE SLIEF STATISTICS—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott ; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton ice ae ai Zs Més ‘i 
ADVANCES TO CULTIVATORS FOR SEED AND CATTLE—Question, Mr. C. P. 
Scott ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ; in Aer ‘G 
Loans To NATIVE STATES—-Question, Mr. C. P. Scott; Answer, Lord G. 
Hamilton ses = ree ae hee Ree es is 





INDIAN RatLways —- FINANCIAL ARRANGEMENTS — Question, Mr. Gordon 
(Elgin and Nairn) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton sas ce a 


STATE-AIDED RAILWAYS—DETERMINATION OF CONTRACTS—Question, Mr. 
Gordon ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton : ae mae nds 





NigER Coast PROTECTORATE—SpIRIT ImMporTS—Question, Mr. Lawrence 
(Liverpool, Abercromby); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ‘ 


IMPERIAL TELEGRAPHIC }=COMMUNICATION—DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE— 
Questions, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) , 


ScHOOL ATTENDANCE AUTHORITIES—BYE-LAWS IN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS 
—Question Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.); The Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE ON Epuc: ee Mr. Mather siete 
Rossendale) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst . si es see ‘ie ie 


GEOLOGICAL Survey Mars—Question, Mr. Hazell (Leicester); Answer, 
Sir J. Gorst os He oe ase vee vee 


Lonpon ScHoot Boarp Aupit CAsE—Question, Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Hertford- 
shire, Hertford) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst sa is see 55 


RECENT PostaL DELAYS—Questions, Sir George Fardell (Paddington, 8.) and 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury ze We 


Excess PostaGeE—Question, Mr. Duckworth (Lancashire, Middleton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury Be bee Aa ee a ee ae 


Income Tax Depuctions—Question, Mr. Hazell ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... 


SEIZURES OF FOREIGN PrisON-MADE re eee Mr. Lambert ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury .. ste — va sou és as A ee 


District MEssENGERS CoMPANY—Question, Col. Milward (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon); Answer, Mr. Hanbury _... sat sos a 
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WATER FOR CATTLE ON RAILwAys—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kil- 
kenny); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) ev ie is vie ce des ie i 


THIRD CLASs SEASON tii Mr. eee _——" Hornsey) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... ms - i si is m 


Convict WARDERS AND THE RESERVE—PORTLAND ESTABLISHMENT— Question, 
Mr. J. A. Pease, Northumberland, Tyneside) ; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Home Department sit M. White e Ridley, Lancashire, 
Blackpool) «a a ; 


Convict Warpers’ PENsIoNs—Question Mr. J. A. Pease; Answer, Sir 
M. White Ridley vite eis ip , si ia 


SHEFFIELD LAUNDRY Barracks—Question, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; 
Answer, Sir M. White Ridley onl ~ ss , 


Bai, ReGuLATIONS—Question, Mr. Hazell; Answer, The Attorney-General 
(Sir Robert Findlay, Inverness Burghs) he Sas im ii 


RoaD CONSTRUCTION IN THE ISLE OF LEWIS — Question, Mr. Caldwell 
(Lanarkshire, Mid); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) rics see im ae bie sits a 


INvER WATER SuppLy—Question, Mr. Caldwell; Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray ie ve y ih ee 


Crime IN County MonaGHan—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


IRISH PoLIcE BATONS AND HANDCUFFs—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour me _ soe rae ss = Mes 





County Courts (IRELAND) BILL 
Mr. G. W. Balfour ve 
Irish LocaAL GOVERNMENT RETURNS — Question, Mr. Maurice Healy ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... ae ye a 
IrIsH TEACHERS AND RESULT FEES—Question, Mr. M’Dermott (Kilkenny, 
N.); Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ss wih xe aH aes 
Pusiic House LIcENCcEs IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy ; Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour sii re ssa wisi aie ae 


Roya Irish ConsTaBuLARY—HovusE RENT ALLOWANCES—Question, Mr. 
Maurice Healy ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour oF 35 ¢ 


Question, Mr. Maurice Healy; Answer, 


KILTEEVAN DruM AND Fire BanD—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 8.) ; 


Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... bes bo re — 
Sutton To Howrn Tramway—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie ... ae sl bss seis ee += eA ont 


SLIGO AND NORTHERN CouNTIES RAILWAY—MIXED TrRAINS—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ‘as wit een tis 


Truck Act ProsEcuTIONS AT DUNGLOE SEssions—Question, Mr. T. D, 
Sullivan (Donegal, W.) ; ag The sesussarinel General for Ireland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) .. ‘ on on see 
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and Capt. Donelan ; 


LIGHTHOUSE AUTHORITY AT CAHIRCIVEEN 
Mr. Plunkett ; 


EQUALISATION 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Royat ComMMIssION ON LocaL huis in Mr. Lambert ; 
Mr. A. J. Balfour Me + ay ee él 


CoNTEMPT OF CourtT—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Balfour... : ae Ce “ 4 


BUSINESS OF 


New MEMBER 


Military Lands Bill—{Seconp Reapinc] 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 

second time.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 

words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”— 


Question proposed “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICATION AGAINST THE DONEGAL JUSTICES—Question, 
Mr. T. D. Sullivan ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson... 0 aa: Ske nee 


Cork ASSIZES—SELECTION OF JURYMEN—Questions, 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


DUBLIN re ae Mr. T. M. Healy ; 


THE HovusrE — Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
Courtney (Cornwall, Bodmin) and Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour rae one - + ae ae 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Highways and Bridges Act (1891) Amendment weal Order for Com- 


mittee read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill — the first time ; 
second time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill—On the introduction of this Bill. 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 


Bill to continue various expiring Laws, ordered to be brought in by Mr 
Hanbury and Mr, Attorney-General. 





. Flynn (Cork, N.) 





[Bill 310}. 


Sworn—James Archibald Morrison, Esquire, for the County 
of Wiltshire (Southern or Wilton Division). 


(Mr. Caldwell.) 






Deirt Net FIsHinc AT ARKLOW—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, 
W.); Answer, The Vice-President of the iegoaien of Agriculture for 
Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, Dublin County, S.) .. ; és ee 


PROTECTION OF IRISH FISHERIES—Question, Mr. Power (Waterford, 
Answer ; Mr. Plunkett = ae a eas aed 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Scotland) Bill— Order for resuming ene 
debate on Amendment to Second Reading [2nd May] _ W oe 
25th July, read, and discharged ; Bill withdraw n he ; E 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill—‘To continue various expiring Laws,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first time ; 
To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 311] .. 


to be read a second time 


Paae 
883 
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Order for Second Reading read. 
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Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Col. Pilkington (Lancashire, New 
Boroughs) ion one ton) ... eae pis ae 
Mr. Monk (Gloucester) ... 909 Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork)... 910 (Stirling Burghs)  ... ose 
Sir Howard Vince nd (Sheffield, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ... 
Central) .. 914 Mr. Jasper More (Shropshire, 


Mr. Channing g (Nor orthampton- Ludlow) 
shire, E.) _ on 
ter-le-Street) . 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 186 ; Noes, 47. (Division List No. 230.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill read a second time, and 
committed for To-morrow. 


Volunteers Bill [Lords]—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, Penrith, in the Chair. } 
Clause 1 :— 
Captain Sinclair (Forfurshire) 
Question proposed, “That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


DiscUssION :— 
Sir Howard Vincent (Shef- Mr. Wylie (Dumbuartonshire) ... 
field, Central) ... 929 Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Bright- 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman side) ... 
(Stirling Burghs) .. 931 Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, 
The Under-Secretary of Newton) ‘ 
State for War (Mr. Mr. Cawley (Lanes., Prestwich) ... 
Wyndham, Dover) -- 934 Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk 
Mr. Ladcliffe Cooke (Here- Burghs) sis is 
ford), 935 Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 
Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire Capt. Sinclair 
Leigh) ... sos 936 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 127 ; Noes 62. (Division List No. 231.) 
Clause 2 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 10, after ‘ Volunteer,’ to insert ‘garrison artillery.’ ”— 
(Captain Sinclair. ) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘ garrison artillery’ be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. John Burns... oo. 953 Mr. Wyndham ... 
Mr. Wyndham... 953 Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman 


Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman 954 Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, E£.) ... ‘ee me es 
Northwich) 955 Col. Blundell (Lanes., Ince) 


Major Jameson (Clare, W :) 957 Mr. Humphre fore: (Mont- 


Col. Sandys (Lancs, Bootle) 957 gomeryshire) . 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





915 Sir James Joizey (Durham, Ches- 
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Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 10, to leave out from second ‘to’ to end of line 14, and 
insert ‘ the liability to be called out for actual military service at any time at 
such places in Great Britain as may be specified in his agreement.’ ”—(Mr. 
Wyndham.) 

Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, lines 17 and 18, to leave out ‘and eighteen,’ and insert ‘to 
t t Vy} ad ” 
wenty. 


Amendment agreed to. 
> 
Consequential Amendment made. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 19, at the end, to add the words, ‘ Provided always that 


regulations made under this section shall not come into effect until they have 
lain four weeks upon the Table of each House of Parliament whilst that House 
is sitting.” "—(Mr. Buchanan.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there added.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Wyndham... «x 961 Capt. Sinclair... eee ooo 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 60; Noes, 143. (Division List No. 232.) 
Question proposed, “That Clause 2, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
Capt. Sinclair es -- 963 Mr. John Burns... ae we 
Question put and agreed to. 
Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 
On the question that the Bill, as amended, be reported. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. John Burns... sc, 2965 Mr. Wyndham ... 


Bill reported, with Amendments ; as amended, to be considered To-morrow. 


Reserve Forces Bill [Lords|—Considered in Committee. (In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer, Cumberland, Penrith, in the Chair.] 
Clause 1 :— 
Question proposed, “That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Buchanan... .. §965 Mr. Wyndham ... ‘at eee 
Question put and agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 7, after ‘ and,’ to add ‘(d) if under the foregoing provisions 
the rank of any such man in the Militia is raised or reduced above or below that 
which he held before he entered on permanent service :his pay shall be corre- 
spondingly raised or reduced.’”—(Mr, Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Ixxviii 


Bill reported, with the Amendment; as amended, to be considered 
To-morrow. 
Naval Reserve Bill—{Srconp READING]—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Mr. Goschen.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman 967 Mr. Goschen <a ote .-- 969 
Mr. John Burns... ... 968 Commander Pethell Pe ... §=969 
Question put, and agreed to. " 


3ill read a second time, and committed for Thursday. 


Colonial Stock Bill [Lords]—[Seconp ReEApinG]—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 





DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Haldane we Sir James Joicey (Durham, 
shire)... 971 Chester-le-Street) As oe OE 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, &.)... 971 Mr. Banbury (Camberwel', Peck- 
Mr. Caldiell si 972 ham) ... ae — we «975 
Mr. Sydney Detion (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) w. O74 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 


Imitation of County Court Process Bill [Lords]—Order for Second 
Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


Mr, Caldwell ane saa “OID Mr. T. M. Healy a cue OF 
The Attorney-General (Sir 

Robert Finlay, Ineerness 

Burghs)... a ... 976 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 113; Noes, 11. (Division List No. 233.) 
Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 
Public: Works Loan Biil—Considered in Committee, 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 13, to leave out ‘Edward Howley Paline 
Esquire.’”—(Mr. Hanbury. ) 


~ 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, to leave out ‘ Lord Iveagh.’”—(Mr. Hanbury.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, after line 2, to insert ‘The Honourable James Henry Cecil 
Hozier, Pp” —(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Dr, Tanner (Cork co., Mid) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘Tn line 2, after the last-mentioned name to insert ‘ David Lloyd-George, 
Esq., M.P.’” 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis... ... 980 Mr. Hanbury 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy ... as 300 Mr. Jonathan Saniuel oo iad 
Mr. Hanbury rn .-. 980 Dr. Tanner 
Mr. Caldwell aes Jes (FSO 


Clause agreed to. 


Bill reported, as amended, to be considered To-morrow. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
On the Motion for Adjournment :— 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 
Adjourned at a quarter after One of the clock. 


LORDS: TUESDAY, 24TH JULY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Shannon Water and Eiectric Power Bill— Witnesses ordered to attend the 
Select Committee, two to produce Documents ine ‘ phe 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill—Committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection... 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [u..]; Margate Pier and Harbour 
Bill [H.L.]|—Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to x 


Farnworth Urban District Council Bill; Rickmansworth and Uxbridge 
Valley Water Bill; Newry, — and livcagual Light ssa Bill— 
Reported, with Amendments... % 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill—Reported from the Select Committee 
without amendment, and committed to a Committee of the whole House 
on Thursday next... we i dei se 
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St. David’s Railway (Additional Powers) Bill—The CuarirmMan or 
CoMMITTEES informed the House, That the promoters do not intend to 
proceed further with the Bill. Ordered that the Bill be not further 
proceeded with re si ~ as re Si i 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


London County Tramways (No. 2) — ee from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments ‘ 


North en Electric Power Supply Bill— Moved, That the Order 
made on the 12th day of March last, “That no Private Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday the 26th 
day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2; 
agreed to. Bill read 2" accordingly, and committed. The Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selection ... 


Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill—Read 3*, and passed ... 


London County Council (Money) Bill—Read 3’, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons ... ae " is ~ 


Ifracombe Improvement Bill—Read 3, with Amendments ; further Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons ... io sas 


London and South Western Railway (Wales) Bill; East London Water 
Bill; London and North Western Railway Bill; Blackpool, St. Anne’s 
and Lythan Tramways Bill ; Read 3¢, with the Amendments ; and passed, 
and returned to the Commons 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Great Northern Railway Bill ; Hastings 
Tramways Bill ; Lambeth Water Bill; Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to 


Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railway Bill; Midland Rail- 


way Bill; Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Bury and District Water (Transfer) Bill [H.1.]; Preston Corporation 
Bill [H.L.]; Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments ; 
the said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill; North Metropolitan 
Electric Power Supply Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection 
that the five Lords appointed a Select Committee on the Durham (County 
of) Electric Power Supply, and other Bills, do form the Select Committee 
for the consideration of the South Wales Electrical Power Distribution 
Bill and the North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill; read, and 
agreed to; all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bills... 


Durham (County of) Electric Power Supply Bill ; Lancashire Electric 
Power Bill; Shannon Water and _ Electric Power Biil; South 
Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill; North Metropolitan 
Electric Power Supply Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Duke of Argyll be proposed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Brassey, and 
that the Duke of Argyll be Chairman of the said Committee ; read, and 

agreed to ~~ es wes aii sin si sie ae 
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Local (St. Marylebone) Provisional Order Bill—Moved, That the 
Order made on the 12th day of March last, “That no Provisional Order 
Conformation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a 

second time after Tuesday, the ath day of June next,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read 2¢; agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, 
and committed to a Committee of the whole House 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—House in 
Committee (according to Order). Amendments made ; Standing Com- 
mittee negatived. The Report of Amendments to be received on 
Thursday next... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ArMy — Statement of Stores transferred from Navy to land service for South 
Africa up to 31st December, 1899 


(QUEEN'S COLLEGE, BELFAsT—Report of the President for the year 1899-1900 


TREATY SERIES, No. 15 (1900)—Convention between the United Kingdom and 
Uruguay renewing the treaty of friendship, commerce, and navigation of 
13th November, 1885 ; ; signed at Monte Video 15th July, 1899 “Cr ratifica- 
tions exchi anged at Monte Video 9th June, 1900) ... 


TRADE Rerorts—Annual Series : No. 2484. Trade of Frankfort-on-Main for the 
year 1899. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Potice Act, 1890—Correspondence relative to the refusal of the Secretary of 
State’s certificate, under Section 17 (2) of the Act, to the River Tyne 
Police Force for the year ended 29th September, 1899. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


County and Borough Franchise Assimilation (London) Bill — Reported 
from the Standing Committee without Amendment, and to be read 3“ on 


Thursday next... 

Town Councils (Scotland) Bill — Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments; the Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the whole House and by the Standing Committee to be 
received on Thursday next, and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 209) 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Ireland) Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee 
without further amendment; the Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the whole House to be received on Thursday next... 

Housing of the Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment Bill—Re- 
ported from the Standing Committee without further Amendment ; the 
Report of the Amendments made in Committee of the whole House to be 
received on Thursday next 


Cruelty to Wild Animals in Captivity | Bill— Amendments — | 


(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next 


Agricultural Holdings Bill—{Seconp Reapinc]—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read, 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Lord Privy Seal.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Burghelere ... sve 996 Lord de Ramsey... 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 1001 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2" accordingly, and committed to a 
Commitee of the whole House on Friday next. 


VOL, LXXXVI._ [FourTH SERIES. | f 


)xxxi 


Page 


987 


987 


988 


988 


988 


988 


988 


988 


is) 
io 2) 
1° 2) 


988 


989 


989 


1008 









































Ixxxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


July 24.) 
Lunacy Board (Scotland) (Salaries,’ etc.) Bill—|Srconp Reapine}-— 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
The Secretary for Scotlund (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 


Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and Committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Thursday next. 


sidered (according to Order), and agreed to 
Executors (Scotland) Bill—-House in Committee (according to Order) ; an 
Amendment made ; Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee ; and to 
he printed as amended. (No. 194) ... 


Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill 
Read 3* (according to Order), with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons 


Prohibition of Exportation of Arms Bill _— House in Committee 
(according to Order); Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; ie Bill to be read 3‘ on Thursday next 


House of Lords Offices —Second Report from the Select Committee considered. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Lord Tweedmouth ... ... LOI The Earl of Kimberley ... 

The Lord President of the The Earl of Morley wae ae 
Council (Thi Duke of The Lord C thancellor (The Karl of 
Devonshire) EA ... 1014 Halshury) 


On Questicn, Report agreed to. 


EpUCATIONAL GRANTS — DIFFERENTIAL TREATMENT IN RURAL AND Urpan 
SCHOOLS. 


DISCUSSION : 


Lord Heneuye ee jus WOZ4 The Lord Bishop of Hereford ae 
The Lord Bishop of Mun- The Duley of Devonshire 
chester... ae ... 1028 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill [1.1.]—Order of Friday last, for 
printing of Commons Amendment, discharged me ae 


House adjourned at five minutes past Seven of the clock, 


COMMONS: TUESDAY, 24tH JULY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH)— Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously gl into, and which are 
applicable thereto, ‘have been complied with, viz.: — Midland Great 
Western Railway of Ireland Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill [11.1..|--Commons Amendment con- 
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STANDING 


Or 
the 


Ore 
the | 


upon 


Lords 


MESSAGE 





Provisional 
without Amendment. 

That they have agreed to—South Metropolitan Gas 
South Western Railway Bill, Aberdeen Corporation Tramways 
Western Railway Bill, with Amendments. 


COMMITTEE 
mittee on Law, ete., 
Louse. 


(Mr. 


Rotherham Corporation Bill [ iets 


with Amendments 


lered, That 


sill be now 
read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


South Shields Corporation Bill —_— |- 


read the third time 


Motherwell and Bellshill ‘aici Bill 


amended, considered. 


That 
how 


lered, 
sill be 


Education Board Provisional 
[ Lords}|—As amended, considered ; 


the Table 





TABLE OF 





ON LAW, ETC. 


Standing Orders 223 


read the third time.- 


Standing Orders 223 
read the third time. 


Crystal Palace Company Bill [Lords] 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


Roe’s Patent Bill [Lords]—Reported, without Amendment ; 


Midland 


to be 


CONTENTS. 


—-Ordered, 
have leave to sit this day during the 


7. W. Linssell) ... 
Burnley Corporation Bill [Lords] 


Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Great Northern Railway Bill: 


ments considered, and agreed to 


Lords 


Glasgow Building Regulations Bill ir sords | 


Amendments made. 


and 


(Mr. 


-As 


Railway 


H Lords | 


That the 


Amendment 


Bill 


As 


Caldir ll.) 


(By 


Standing Com- 


Sitting of the 


to 


-Lords 


amended, considered : 


Oy 


IDER) 


Commons 


xx xiii 


Page 


1037 


-. 10az 


Amend. 


-Read the third time, and passed, 
amended, considered ; 


243 Ie suspended, and that 
Bill accordingly 


to be 


As 


and 245 he suspended, and that 


(Vr. 


read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill { Lords| 
time, and passed, with Amendments ia 


Culdic //.) 


bill 


Order Confirmation (London) 


read the third time 


Reported, 
Bill to be read the third time 


Re 


-Read a second time, 


3ill to be read the third time 


without 


accordingly 


-Read the third 


Bill 


To-morrow 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords]—Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. +) Bill [Lords] 


and committed 


Amendment ; 


port to lie 


Salford Corporation Bill [Lords]—Withington Urban District Council Bill 


3}; South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Ruilw: ays Bill 


Lords| ; Ipswich Corporation Tramways Bill { Lords] ; 
Rosario Railway Bill [Lords] 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Costa Rica Railway Company Bill {Lords} 


ment ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Reported, without 


Buenos Ayres 
Reported with Amendments : 


and 
Reports to 


Amend 


FROM THE Lorvbs—That they have agreed to—London (St. Luke) 
Order Bill, London (Southwark) Provisional Order Bill, 


f2 


That they have agreed to Amendments to— 
[Lords], Mersey Railway Bill [Lords], Rawmarsh Urban District Council 
(Tramways) Bill [Lords s|, without Amendment 


31], London and 


sill, Great 


Edinburgh Corporation Bill 
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PETITIONS. 


Sale of Intoxicating — ors to Children (No. 2) Bill-—Petitions in favour, 
from Truro and Kast Bristol ; to lie upon the Tbe = 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—-Petitions in favour, from Hastings 
and Battle ; to lie upon the Table ee mt nls : 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SHEBEENS IN Towns (IRELAND)—Return [presented 23rd July] to be printed. 
[No. 295] * Seg ol aie Sika a RMR 


Potice Act, 1890—Copy presented, of correspondence relative to the refusal 
of the Secretary of State’s Certificate under Section 17 (2) of the Act to 
the River Tyne Police Force, for the year ended 29th September, 1899 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table iis ste ‘ 


QUEEN’s COLLEGE (BeLFAsT)—Copy presented, of Annual Report of the 
President for the Session 1899-1900 [hy Command]; to lie upon the 
Table e : : we 


Army—Copy presented, of Statement of Stores transferred from Navy to Land 
Service for South Africa up to 31st December, 1899 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table ves 


Contracts FoR Loca AUTHORITIES (WAGES)— Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 9th April ; Sir Charles Dilke]; to lie wpon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 296] - es ie sis as 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2484 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table es ib ‘se Re as es 


TREATY SERIES (No. 15, 1900)—Copy presented, of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and Uruguay, renewing the Treaty of Friendship, 
Commerce, and Navigation of 13th November, 1885. Signed at Monte 
Video, 15th July, 1899. Ratifications exchanged at Monte Video, 
9th June, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


NATAL CorRESPONDENCE—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 9th 
July ; Captain Sinclair); to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS. 


CuInA—-BritisHh REPRESENTATION-——CONSUL-GENERAL WARREN—Question, 
Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ss 


Exports OF MUNITIONS OF WAR TO CHINA—Question, Col. Pilkington (Lanca- 
shire, Newton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Recent News From Cuina—Question, Mr. James Lowther a Thanet) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick da se sion ies ‘ ‘ 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—HospPiITAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS INQUIRY— 
Questions, Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, S.W.), Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, 8.) and Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) ; Answers, The First 
lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, F.)... 
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BoeR PRISONERS AT PRETORIA— ATTEMPT TO BLOW UP MAGAZINE 
Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, The Under Secretary 
of State for War (Mr..Wyndham, Dover) a sas as nue 





Bork WOMEN SENT TO ENEMY’s LINES—Questions, Dr. Tanner (Cork County, 
Mid) and Sir Wilfrid Lawson selaassiaiaat Cocker aca ; Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham ws mee 


Doctors AND NURSES IN THE ORANGE River CoLoNy—Question, Dr. Tanner ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ARTILLERY AMMUNITION Supplies — Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


INOCULATION AGAINST TypHotp—Questions, Mr. Channing (North: en inaaeti 
Kk.) and Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answers, Mr. Wyndham i e 


VOLUNTEERS AND GARRISON Duty—Question, Mr. Seely (Lincoln) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


SMALL ARM AMMUNITION SUPPLIES—Question, Mr. Faber en nes 
Mr. Wyndham a aes oe ie aig : ‘ 


STorES BoRROWED BY ARMY FROM NAvy—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson 
(Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


SouTH DENES CAMP—SISTERS OF NAZARETH—Question, Dr. Tanner ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 

PUBLIC ScHooL AkMy CoMMISSIONS—ETON—Question, Major Rasch (Essex, 
S.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham be 

Ist VOLUNTEER BATTALION LEICESTERS—SUPPLY OF RIFLES—Question, 
Major Rasch ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

THE CHANNEL AND MEDITERRANEAN FLEETS—Questions, Sir John Colomb 
(Great Yarmouth) and Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast, W.); Answers, The 
First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) 

NAVAL Court-MartiAL—LAw OF EVIDENCE—-Question, Mr. H. D. Greene 
(Shrewsbury) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen 





PorT GUARDSHIP FOR THE MERSEY—RECRUITING—Question, Mr. Charles 
M‘Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen ... ‘ - 

NORTHERN TERRITORY OF AUSTRALIA—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, 
Mid) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) si a ase of 

TONGA PROTECTORATE—Question, Mr. Hogan ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... 

INDIAN FAMINE-—-PrivATE CHARITY—Question, Sir William Wedderburn 
(Banttshire) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Kaling) 

CANADA AND THE INDIAN FAMINE—Question, Sir William Wedderburn ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... 

RANGOON OUTRAGE—COMMAND OF THE RoyaL West KENT REGIMENT— 
Question, Sir Lewis M‘Iver (Edinburgh, W.); Answer, Lord G, Hamilton 

Fretp Barreries iN INDIA—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 

Forest of Dean); Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ian din shi 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 

Money-Lending Bill | Lords|—Reported from the Standing Committee on 
Law, ete., with Amendments. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 297.] Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing Committee 
to be printed. |[No, 297.] Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), 
to be considered upon Thursday, and to be printed. { Bill 312.] 


Companies Bill—.\s amended (by the Standing Committee) considered. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The motion on the Paper in the name of the hon. 
Member for Northampton is net in order, as this is a Bill to amend the 
law relating to registered companies only, and does not relate to chartered 
companies. 

A Clause (Application of the Act to Scotland)—(Vhe Lord .fdcocate)- 
brought up, and read the first and second time, and added. 


Question proposed, “That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Mr. Radeliffe { ‘ooke (Here - Su ]} “Ulte 7 Fost ia ( Derly shire, 
ford) ine sa ... LOGS [lheston) ae ea Pe 
The President of the Bourd of Sir Jumes Haslett (Belfast, N.)... 

Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croy- Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8.)... 

don) 3 eek +: 1060 Colonel Long — (MW orcestershire, 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... 1065 Evesham) ee en Ne 
Mr. Gibson Borrles (Lynn sw J. B. Puke ( Bdinburgh and 
Reyis) ee is ... L066 St. otndrews Un irersity) 


Question put and negatived. 
(Juestion, that Clause 3 stand part of the Bill, put and negatived. 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 2, line 19, to leave out paragraph (ii.), of Sub-section (1), of 
Clause 4.7 —(Mr. Atherley-Jones.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out to the word 
‘for’ in line 19, stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Mr. Litchir fae sae LOTO Mr. Lahouchere (Northampton) ae 
Mr. Perks (Lincolushire, 
Louth) eee aoe nae 1071 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed 
“Tn pave 2. line 19, to leave out the words from the word ‘association,’ to 
the word, * or,’ in line 20.” —(.Wr. HS. Foster.) 


Question proposed, * That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill. ” 


DISCUSSION :—— 


Mr. Ritehiv ;  kOED Mr. Toilinson (Preston) 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries 
Burghs) ... Bg ss. LOT 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed 
“In page 2, line 22, at the end, to insert the words, ‘or a certifieate signed 

hy the secretary or acting secretary of the company that he is the registered 
holder of his qualification shares, if any.”—(1/r. Sydney Gedye.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 24, after the word ‘company, to insert the words ‘or of 
the prospectus.’ ”-- (Mr. HS. Foster.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 

Amendment proposed 


“In page 2. line 30, to leave out the word ‘passing, and insert the word 
‘commencement.’ °—(MWr, H. S. Foster.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That the word * passing’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Ritchie 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 31, to leave out the words ‘does not issue, and insert the 


words ‘is prohibited by its memorandum or articles of association from issuing.’ ” 
(Ur. Syduey Ge dg .) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘does not issue’ stand part of 
the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Sir Robert Finlay ae « D0e4 The Solicitor-General (Sir Edward 
Mr. Perks ... vee ea Curson, Duhlin U nin rsity) 
Mr. Marks (Tower Hamlets, Mir. Labouchere ... 

St. George's) we MUOED Vir. Wallan (Perth) ee 
Sir Robert Reid ‘3 iso) LTO Sir Thomas Lea (Londonderry, 8.) 
My, McLaren (Lcicestershire, MiB! i: 

Bosworth) we an ROTT Mr. Bond ( Nottinghem, E.) 

Sir Albert Rollit Islington ,S.) VOT7 Sir James Soicey 
Mr. Haldane (Huddington- 
shire)... see «01, LOWS 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 168 ; Noes, 109. (Division List No. 234.) 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 16, after the word ‘allotment,’ to insert the words ‘ save as 


provided by sub-section six of this section.’ ”—(Wr. Sydney Gedge.) 
(Juestion proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Ritchie = ... 1086 Sir Albert Rollit 
Mr. Perks ... ve ... 1086 Sir Lobert Reid ... 
Sir Alfred Hickman (Wolver- Sir James Joicey 


hampton, W.) ... we LO8T 
Question put and negatived. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn Clause 6, page 3, line 17, to leave out ‘for public, and insert ‘to the 
public for.’ ”—(Mr. Litchie.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 19, to leave out the words ‘ by the Memorandum or Articles 
of Association.’ ”—(MWr. Bond.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Ritchie ois «ae LO8Y Mr Perks ae Pr ... L089 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed 


“In Clanse 6, page 4. line 4, at end to insert ‘from the expiration of the 
forty-eight days, provided that a director shall not be liable if he proves that the 
loss of the money was not dne to any misconduct or negligence on his part.’ 

_ . 


(Mi. hitchie.) 
(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Ltobert Reid... ie eh vk ss " ss «> 300] 


Question put and agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed 
‘In pave 4, line 8, to leave out Sub-section 6 of Clause 6.°” —(V/r. Marks.) 


{Juestion proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out to the word 
‘for, in line 9, stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Sir Robert Finlay . -». LO99 Mr. Lawson IValton (Leeds, S.) 1094 
Sir Lohert Reid ... 1093 Mr. Ritehiv —_ ioe ... 1095 
Sir James Joicey 1094 Wr, Bouspeld (Hackney, N.)... 1095 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 
Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 4, line 24, to leave out the words ‘of the allotment,’ and 
insert the words ‘at which the default complained of might by reasonable 
diligence have been discovered by the persons seeking compensation.’ ”—(J/>. 
Lawson Walton.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Sir Robert Finlay ... s.¢ LOST Sir Jumes Soicey fxs «> LOSS 
Mr, Huldune * ... we LOOS Sir Alfred Hickman — ... ... LODOD 
Mr. Ritchi — ... LOOS Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) 1099 
Mr. Bryce... ar 2» LO99 Mr, Labouchere ... ids 3 EEOO 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendmest mace. 


Another Amendment proposed 
“Tn page 4, line 30, to leave out paragraph (b) of Sub-section (1) of Clause 
8.” —(Mr. Perks.) 
Question proposed, “'That paragraph (b) of Sub-section (1) of Clause 8 
stand part of che Bill.” 
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DIscussION :-— 
Sir Robert Finluy se OZ Sir Rohert Reid a ces. 29038 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved, “In Clause &, p. 5, line 17, to omit the words 
‘which has commenced business,’ in order to insert ‘ registered. Vr. 


H. 8. Foster.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 19, to leave out Sub-section 7.”—(Mr. Jarks.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section (7) stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir Robert Finlay oa .« 1105 Mr. H. SN. Foster Sas beac BOG 
Mr. Fuithfull Be ay (Glas. Sir James Toter y Eee 33 LOS 

qow, St. Rollox)... sae ANOS Mr. Perks Aes Joc sos ALOT 
Mr. Litchie saw ETOS Sir Bdward Carson oe soe LOT 
Mr. Billson (Halifus r) ... L106 Mr. Tomlinson ... ae re ie ki 
Mr. Bru Ke cae 2 1206 ’ 


Amendment by leave wlelileanin. 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 5, line 22, after the word ‘shares, to insert the words ‘as the 
result of a public issue. ”—(.V/i. Harry Foster.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
DISCUSSION : 
Mr. Syd ine yt diye ( Walsall) ] LOS Mr. Murks eS ate |. ae 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Verbal Amendment made. 


Amendment proposed — 


“Tn jage 5, line 31, to leave out the word ‘number’ and insert the word 
‘nuubers.’”-—(Wr Sydney Gedge.) 


“(Question proposed, “ That the word ‘number’ stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION : 
Mr. Faithfull beqy sso LOD Mr. Ritchie ves sais ce Se 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Other Amendments made. 





Amendment proposed :— 
“In page 5, line 38, to leave out Clause 10.°—(Mr. Atherley-Jones.) 





(Question proposed, “That the words ‘ Upon any offer of shares’ stand 
part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Mfr. Phillip (1 mbhrokr ) - ] l ] ] Mr. Ly nh “Wry (f “ian Vues I. P, r] 


Mr. Ritchie es a ES ham) . oy, cia ae 
Sir Robert Reid... a. $2 Mr. Laws sont Walton id <> ESS 
Mr. Sydne y Gedye ... «>| Sao Mr. Bousficld (Hackney) vs SO 
Mr. Fuithfull Begg ine RO Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 3, Mae 
Mr. Tabouchere ... ses. OG Mr. H. S. Foster nee s» L126 
Sir Leobert Finlay ee 3. $238 Mr. Perks hiss os USE 


Mr. Bryce ... ok is 1120 Mer. Butcher (York) af ice Mad 
Mr. Marks... a oso 1922 
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Question put. 


103 
The House divided :—Ayes, 160 ; Noes, 32. (Division List No. 235.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 38, to leave out the words ‘ for public,’ and insert the words 
‘tu the public for.’ 7 __( Mr. Ritchie. ) 
Question proposed, “That the words ‘for public’ stand part of the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr, Faithfull Bey .. 1129 Mr. Sydney Gedy ei ... 1130 
Mr. Ritchie £33 ... 1129 Mr, Lough — are .. 1131 
Mr. H. S. Foster... ... 1130 Mr. Bousfield... aes coe WES 
Sir Thomas Lea... ... 1130 
Ob , x 
OF Question put, and negatived. 
- (Juestion proposed, “ That the words ‘ to the public for’ be there inserted.” 
‘ 
07 Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment 


**To leave out the words ‘ to the public.” °—(.Wr. Sydney Gedqe.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘to the public’ stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Mr. H. S. Foster ... 1132 Mujor Jameson (Clare, W.) =e RTS 
Sir Ltobert Finlay ... . 1133 Mr. Faithfull Begg... iv LESS 
8 Mr. Bousfield 1133 Mr. Perks és a» Ss 
Mr. Murks... 1135 Mr. Brodie Hoare (Hampst: Ww)... 1136 
Mr, Phillips 1133 Mr. Lawson Walton... -. . LES6 
Mr. Tomlinson 1154 Mr. Bond “a Ape .-- 1136 
Vr. Bryce... 1134 Mr, Lough fa ise ... 1136 


Colonel Afileard aire are jek. 
shire, Stratford-upon-Avon) SA 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 136; Noes, 61. (Division List No, 256.) 
4 Words inserted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 4, after the first word ‘and, to insert the words ‘in case the 
said commission, with brokerage, exceeds two and a half per cent. are. ”— 
(Mi. Henderson.) 





Question proposed, ‘That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Litchie ee 0 2280 Mr. Philipps... p20 sss A 
Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Mr. Lough de sts a DES 
Prestwich) 7 w. 1141 Mr, Bousfield... oe .» 1143 


Question put. 
The House divided: —Ayes, 44; Noes, 128. (Division List No. 237.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 6, line 33, after the word ‘filed,’ to insert a3 a new sub-section the 
words ‘(4) Where no prospectus is issued a memor: indum complying with the 
terms of this section shall be filed in manner aforesaid.’ ”—(J/r Lawson Walton.) 


ee ow ae ye 


Question proposed, * That those words be there inserted.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Robert Finlay ... oe AS Mr. Buinhridge (Lincolnshire, 
Mr, Marks... ++ sc 2948 Gainsborough) se oe ROD 
Major Jameson we co 1 150 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 35 ; Noes, 107. (Division List No. 238.) 

Mr. Sydney Gedge as sie reer ee ipa ees os 108} 
Question put 


“That further proceeding on consideration, as amended, be now 
. ” . ’ 
adjourned, 


The House divided :;--Ayes, 32; Noes, 101. (Division List No. 239.) 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 6, line 37, to leave out the words from the word ‘association to 
the word ‘the,’ in line 39.°—(/r. HS. Foster.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Mr. Ritehi nae sie SEBO Mr. Lowe (birmingham, hidg- 
Mr. Bousfield oe ... 1155 baston) ee 3 ... 1156 
Mr. Sydney Gedy ve 1155 Vr. Billson UTalifas) ... soa NEDO 
Mr. Bainbridge — . . 1155 Mr, Lough Pee ns ... 1156 
Mujor Juineson .25 AOD Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, No... V5 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 102; Noes, 18. (Division List No. 240.) 
Amendment proposed 
“In pave 7, line 54, after the word ‘ specifying, to insert the words ‘if 
possible. “—(Ur. H. S. Foster.) 
{uestion proposed, “That the words ‘if possible’ be there inserted.’ 
Mr. Ritchie... ae a — <5 vse nr ey ws REST 
Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 7, line 35, after the word ‘paid, to insert the words ‘by any 
‘ person.’ ”—(Mr. Bousfield.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
DIscussION : ~ 
Mr. Litchie ose wee 2159 Mr. hitchie = are ... 1160 
Mr. Bainbridge... a. L159 Mr. Lawson Walton... see LOD 
Mr. H. S. Foster ... se) LOD Mujor Jameson ... se ss 1160 


Mr. Sydney Gedye. . 1159 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 
Further proceedings on Consideration, as amended, adjourned till To- 
morrow. 


Motion made, and Question “ That this House do now adjourn ”—(Sir 
William Walrond) put and agreed to. 


Adjourned at a quarter after One of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill—Portland Urban District 





Page 


Gas Bill—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to , 1161 
Liverpool Overhead Railway Bill {Lords)—A verbal Amendment made ; 

sill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments ne joa LEG 
North Eastern preniaiat Bill u oo —As amended, to be considered To- 

morrow. - sv awe ary ba +e 
North Eastern Railway (team Vessels) Bill { Lords]—As amended, con- 

sidered, Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and 

that the Bill be now read the third time. —(Mr, Caldwell.) Bill accordingly 

read the third time, and passed, with Amendments... es xe iow 2963 


Hemel Hempstead Corporation Water Bill [Lords] (By Order.) As 


amended, considered ; an Amendment made ; Bill to be Be: the third time 1161 
Fraser Settled Chattels Bill | Lords]—Read a second time, and committed... 1161 
Bournemouth Corporation Bill {Lords|—Ordered, That Standing Order 

211 be suspended, and that the Committee on the Bournemouth Corpora- 

tion Bill [Lords] have leave to sit and proceed forthwith.—(J/r, Culdwell.) 1161 
Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 

| Lords|—-Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 1161 

PETITIONS. 
Licensed Premises (Hours of Sales) (Scotland) Bill—Petition from 

Cupar, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ; sek wi ve . 1161 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) hous Petition from 

West Ham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ' ‘i nite oe BEG 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
MARRIAGE Act, 1898—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 18th June ; 

Mr. Price]; to lie upon the Table at ve “5 ve one 2 
NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Report of the Director 

of the National Gallery of Ireland to the Board of Governors and Guar- 

dians, for the year 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table re 
Merric SysteM (FOREIGN Countries) (CoMMERCIAL, No. 3, 1900)—Copy 

presented, of Reports from Her Majesty’s Representatives in Europe on 

the Metric System, Part I. [by Command]; to lie upon the Table i161 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SertEs)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 

sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2,485 to 2,487 [by Command] ; to lie 

upon the Table os ‘ ve . 1962 
PuBLic AccouNTS CoMMITTEE—Second Report, with Minutes of Evidence, and 

an Appendix, brought up, and read. Report to lie upon the Table, and to 

be printed. [No. 298, ] “ 7 on sa . 1161 
Puptic Petitions ComMMITTrEE—Ninth Report brought UP, and read; to le 

upon the Table, and to be printed jis ‘on . 1161 
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Reserve Forces Bill (1.1. |—As amended, considered 
Amendment propose !— 


“In line 15, to leave out ‘the first day of Jane, 1900,’ in order to insert 
‘the passing of this Act. ”°—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


The Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr, Wyndham, Dover) ... os 2NGG 
Amendment agreed to, 
Bill read a third time, and passed, with Amendments. 


SUPPLY—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Crass IT. 


Motion made, and question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£32,250, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3Ist day of March, 1¢01, for the Salaries and Exjenses of 
the Department of Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
including a Grant in aid of certain Expenses connected with Emigration.” 

Mr. Sudney Burton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) a ie ies ce S068 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries) he 
reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the Secretary of State.” 

(Sir Wilfred Lawson.) 


DisCUSSION :—- 
<5 Arthur Elliot (Durham) 1175 Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) .... 1217 


* Robert Reid (Dumfries Sir H.  Campbell-Bannerinan 
hee «. 1179 (Stirling Burghs) ss 12230 
The Secretary of State for th The First Lord of the Treasury 
Colonies (Mr. J. ( hamber- (Mr.A. J. Balfour, Manchester) 1239 
Res Birmingham, W.) 22. 1186 Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Bodmin 243 
*, Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Nir Edward Gray (Northumber- 
pooner 1199 land, Berwick) an 333 S21 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Hertjrt- Mr. Bryce (Abe rdeen, S.) 1254 
shire, Hertford) .. sas. eae 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put,” 


Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 169 ; Noes, 100, (Division List No. 241.) 
Question pui accordingly. 

The Committee divided ;—-Aves, 52; Noes, 208, (Division List No. 242.) 
Mr. A. J. Batrour claimed, “ That the Original Question be now put.” 
Original Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176; Noes, 41. (Division List No. 243.) 
Resolution to he reported To-morrow ; Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at half after Seven of the clock, 
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LORDS: THURSDAY, 26TH JULY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 

Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 

that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 

complied with : London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway 
(Abandonment). The same was ordered ‘to lie on the Table 


Bray and Enniskerry Railway Bill—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. The Orders made on the 13th instant and Thursday lest 
discharged ; and Bill committed forthwith ... 


London Sea Water er Biil [11.1. ) Commons Amendments considered, 


and agreed ae 


Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill——Reported from the Select 
Committee with an Amendment, and committed to 2 Committee of the 


whole House To morrow 


Durham (County of) Electric Power Supply Bill— Reported from the 


Select Committee with Amendments 


Tottenham Urban District renames Bill—Keporel from the Select 
Committee with Amendments ‘ Se. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Siti-Rrepietea from 


the Select Committee with an Amendment, and committed to a Committee 
of the whole House To-morrow 


Devonport Corporation Bill—Reported with Amendments 


Hastings Corporation Bill——The ()ueen’s consent signified ; and Bill re- 
ported with Amendiments sas Pe sich sae , 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric ei Bill—The Queen’s consent 
signified ; and bill reported from the Select Committee with Amendments 


Coventry Corporation Bill; Taunton Corporation Bill; Gas Light and 
Coke, Commercial Gas and South Metropolitan Gas Companies Bill ; now 
Metropolis Gas (Prepayment Meter) Act, 1900; Southport Corporation 
Bill-—-Reported with Amendments nk sd sre ae ‘ 


Bradford Corporation Bill—Read 3°, with the Amendments ; a further 
Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons es 


Halifax Corporation Bill; Oldham Corporation Bill—Read 3", with 
the Amendments ; further Amendments made; Bills hiaspics and returned 


to the Commons 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill—Read : si with the Amend- 


ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... 


City of London (Various Powers) Bill—Read 3", with the Amendments ; 
a further Amendment made ; Bill passed and returned to the Commons ... 


Market Weighton Drainage and Navigation Bill ; Cumberland County 
Council (Bridges) Bill; Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply 
Bill; Croydon Tramways and I[mprovenients Bill—Read 3°, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... 
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South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill; Portland Urban District 
Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to.. 


Burnley Corporation Bill [1...|—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment made by the Lords to the Amendments made by the Commons 
agreed to 


Education Board Provisional Order ae (London) Bill {1.1.] 
—Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.] ; Liverpool Ove rhead 
Railway Bill [x.1. |-- Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments 


Glasgow Building Regulations Bill [11.1. |--Motherwell and Bellshill Railway 
Bill [H.1. }; North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels s) Bill {1.1.] ; Rotherham 
Corporation Bill [H.L.]— -Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments. The said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Dublin Corporation Bill—Clontarf Urban District Council Bill—Brought 
from the Commons ; read 1%; and referred to the Examiners . 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill ; South Wales Electrical Power 
Distribution Bill ; North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill —Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Stanmore and the Lord 
Glanesk be proposed to the House as Members of the Select Cominittee on 
the said Bills in the place of Lord Wolverton and the Lord Aberdare ; 
read, and agreed to ise es 


Paisley Waterworks Provisional Order Confirmation Bill-—Moved, 
That the Order made on the 12th March last, “That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bi!l brought from the House of Commons shall be read 
a second time after the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and 
that the Bill be now read 2"; agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House To-morrow 


Edinburgh (Housing of Working Class) Improvement Scheme 
Provisional Order Confirmation Bill—Moved, That the Order made 
on the 12th March last, “That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after 
the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill he now 
read 2"; agreed to. Bill read 2" accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House ‘To-morrow 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill Amend 
ments reported (according to Order), and Bill to he read 3 to-morrow 


Local Government Provisiona! Orders (No. 9) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Perth 
and Paisley Gas Provisional Orders Bill— House in Committee (according 
to Order). Bill reported without amendment. Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bills to be read 3¢ to-morrow 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Arrica, No. 6 (1900)—Preliminary Report by Her Majesty's Special Com- 
missioner on the Protectorate of Uganda — me iv 


COMMERCIAL, No. 3 3 (1900)—Reports from Her Majesty’s Repiesentatives in 
Europe on ‘alee metric system, Part 1, vis 
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TraDE ReporTs—-ANNUAL SERIES—No. 2485. France (French Indo-China) ; 
No. 2486. Roumania ; No. 2487. China (Tientsin)... bes aie si 


NatlonAL GALLERY (IRELAND)—Report of the Director of the National 
Gallery of Ireland to the Board of Governors and Guardians, for the 
year 1899 


WorKMEN’S COMPENSATION—Statisties of proceedings under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1897, and the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, during 
the year 1899. 


HisrornicAL MANuscripts (RoyAL ComMission)—Reports on the manuscripts 
of :—1, Mrs. Frankland-Russell-Astley, of Chequers Court, Bucks ; 
Lord Montagu, of Beaulieu, Hants ; 3, Beverley Corporation. Pre- 

sented [by Command], and ordered to lie upon the Table ... 


Reserve Forces Bill [1.1.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments $3 be : 4 ae sn : 


Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners and others) Bill—{Trirp 


ReaptinG|—Order of the Day for the Third Reading read. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(Lord Hrneage.) 


Amendment moved— 
“To leave out ‘now’ and insert at the end of the motion, ‘this day three 
months.’ ’—(The Lore Chancellor.) 
DISCUSSION :—— 


Karl Egerton - soe AO The Earl of “ii “ibs 
Lord Heneage cee sun TOPE Lord Alverstone .. 


On Question whether “now” shall stand part of the motion, their 
Lordships divided :—Contents, 51 ; Non-Contents, 22. 


Bill read 3", with the Amendment, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


County and Borough Franchise Assimilation —— Bill—Read 3° 
(according to Order), and passed os ssi 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Amendments a d (according to Order), 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Tuesday next sits mae 


Tithe Rent- aan (Ireland) Bill—Amendments reported (according to 
Order) .. ae ae ak ae <4 a a aa 
Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 3, line 5, after Sub-section (3) to insert Sub-section 
(4) :—‘(4) Where a tithe-rent charg ge has been varied by any order of a court of 
quarter sessions made after the passing of the Irish Church Act, 1869, the amount 
at which it stood before the making of the order shall, for the purposes of this 
clause, be taken and deemed to be the amount at which it stood oa the twenty- 
second day of August, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-four.’ ”—(Lerd 
Cloncurry.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 
“To leave out Clause 8.”—(The Earl of Arran.) 
VOL. LXXXVI. [FourtH Serigs.] 
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Paye 
DIscUSsION :— 
The Earl of Mayo os SSTT Lord Ashbourne ei -os. MOE 
On Question whether the clause shall stand part of the Bill, their Lord- 
ships divided :—Contents, 45 ; Non-Contents, 28. 
Amendment moved 
“'To leave out Clause 9.”—(Lord Clonbrock.) 
DISCUSSION : 
Thu Kari of kine ‘se 1281] Lord Ashbourne Gis es 1282 
The Earl of Mayo wa, 1282 
On Question, That Clause 9 stand part of the Bill, agreed to. 
Bill to be read 3' To-morrow. 
Housing of the Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment Bill —Amend- 
ments reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3° To-morrow... 1283 


wie to Wild Animals in Captivity Bill—Bill read 3% (according to 
rder). 


Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 4, line 26, after ‘ 1876" to insert ‘nor to the hunting or coursing 
of any animal which has not been liberated in a mutilated or injured state in 
order to facilitate its eapture or destruction.’ ”—(Lord James of Hereford.) 
The Earl of Cork: eee eee cee awe eee + es ... 1284 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“To insert as a new clause, ‘This Act shall not extend to Scotland.’ ”’— 
(Lord James of Hereford.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Bill passed, and returned to the Commons. 
Lunacy Board (Scotland) (Salaries, etc.) Bill — House in Committee 


(according to Order). Bill reported without amendment; and re-com- 
mitted to the Standing Committee ... es ies vii wie ... 1284 


Prohibition of Exportation of Arms Bill [1.1.|—Amendment made; Bill 
read 3" (according to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons Hae SOD 


Oil in Tobacco Bill—|Seconp Reapinc}]—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a second time.”— (Viscount Cross.) 


On Question agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House To-morrow ... aM vs as .»» 1285 


MILitiA ORGANISATION— 


DISCUSSION :— 


Lord Braye soe ove 1285 The Secretary of State for War 
(Lhe Marquess of Lansdowne) 1286 
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SoutH AFRICAN WAR—THE CoLontAL Troops AND War MEDALS— 
DISCUSSION :— 
Earl Carrington... ... 1289 Lord Strathcona and Mount Royal 1290 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 1289 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Seven of the clock. 





COMMONS: THURSDAY, 26TH JULY, 1900, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Dublin Corporation Bill——Order for consideration, as amended, read. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 1290 Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth (Lan- 


cushire, Clitheroe) ~ Loot 
(Juestion proposed, “That the Bill he now considered.” 
Bill considered. 
A Clause added. 
Amendments made. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Standing Orders 225 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the third time.” (1/7. 
Caldwell.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) ... 1293 Th: Chief Secretary for Treland 
Sir Robert Mowbray( Lambeth, (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Brirton) aor sia 1293 Central) nd: oe ... 1294 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ..- 1294 Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ... ws, F295 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Barnsley Corporation Bill [Lords]; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
ni RO ag eigen Sart 7 eae ; 
way Bill [Lords]; North British Railway Bill [Lords]—Read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments .. ses Ri ee se we LOSS 
Ramsgate Corporation Improvements Bill [lords|—Queen’s consent 
signified ; read the third time, and passed, with Amendments _... on 1298 


North Eastern Railway Bill [Lords] (By Order)—As amended, considered, 
an Amendment made. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that 
the Bill be now read the third time.—(M/r. Caldwell.) 
Queen’s censent signified; Bill read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments ... ise bts aa oie sve see ees ... 1295 
Clontarf Urban District Council Bill—Ordered, That, in the case of the 
Clontarf Urban District Council Bill, Standing Orders 84, 214, and 239 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now taken into consideration, provided 
amended prints shall have been previously deposited—( Mr, Caldwell.) 
Bill accordingly considered, as amended. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 248 be suspended, and that the 
sill be now read the third time.—(Mr, Caldwell.) 
Queen’s consent signified ; Bill read the third time, and passed .- 1295 
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Glasgow District Tramways Bill [Lords] (By Order)—Mction made, 


and Question proposed, “That the Bill be re-committed to the former 
Committee.”—Debate arising. Motion made, and Question, “That the 


Debate be now adjourned,” put, and negatived 


OF CONTENTS. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords]|—Ordered, That, in 
the case of the Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill | Lords], 
Standing Orders 211 and 236 he suspended, and that the Committee on 
the Bill have leave to sit and proceed upon Monday next.—(J/r. Caldwell) 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [Lords|—Ordered, That, in 
the case of the Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [Lords], 
Standing Orders 211 and 236 be suspended, and that the Committee on 
the Bill have leave to sit and proceed upon Monday next.—(JJr. Caldwell) 


Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf Urban District Council Bill— 
Ordered, That the Minutes of Proceedings of the Joint Committee on the 
Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf Urban District Council Bill be 
printed. [No. 301] st 


Sheffield Corporation Bill |Lords]—Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section A), with Amendments. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—Great Indian Peninsula 
Railway Company Bill, without Amendment. 

That they have agreed to—London County Council (Money) Bill ; 
Ilfracombe Improvement Bill; London and North Western Railway 
(Wales) Bill; East London Water Bill; London and North Western 
Railway Bill; Blackpool, St. Anne’s, and Lytham Tramways Bill, with 
Amendments. 

That they have agreed to Amendments to—Great Grimsby Street 
Tramways Bill [Lords], Margate Pier and Harbour Bill [Lords], Bury 
and District Water (Transfer) Bill [Lords], Preston Corporation Bill 
{Lords}, without Amendment... : ae — =e or 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
MARRIAGE Act, 1898—Return [presented 25th July] to be printed. [No. 299] 


HistoricaL MANuscripts (RoyaL Commission)—Copy presented, of Report 
on the Manuscripts of Mrs. Frankland-Russell-Astley, of Chequers Court, 
Bucks [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Report on the Manuscripts of Lord Montagu, of 
beauiieu, Hants [by Command]; to tie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Report on the Manuscripts of Beverley Corporation 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION—Copy presented, of Statistics of Proceedings 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, and the Employers’ 
Liability Act, 1880, during the year 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ... a ies sie a as se é 


NATIONAL Epucation (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Sixty-sixth Report of 
the Commissioners, being for the year 1899-1900 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table, 
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Copy presented, of Section I. of the Appendix to the Sixty-sixth Report 
of the Commissioners [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Section II. of the Appendix to the Sixty-sixth 
Report of the Commissioners | by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Section III. of the Appendix to the Sixty-sixth 
Report of the Commissioners [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Section IV. of the Appendix to the Sixty-sixth 
Report of the Commissioners [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Arrica (No. 6, 1900)—Copy presented, of Preliminary Report by Her 
Majesty’s Special Commissioner on the Protectorate of Uganda [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HousE—Inquiry into 
Charities (Administrative County of Durham).—Further Return relative 
thereto [ordered 14th February ; Mr. Grant \Lawson|; to be printed. 
| No. 300] me as 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) AcT, 1894 (ACCOUNTS UNDER SECTION 
1 (7) or THE Act)—Return ordered, “showing, according to the Accounts 
for the twelve months preceding the 31st d: ay of M: arch, 1900, furnished 
to the Local Government Board under Section 1 (7) of the London 
(Equalisation of Rates) Act, 1894— 


(1) The sanitary authorities to whom payments under the Act were 
made by the London County Council during the year ; 


(2) The amount so received by each sanitary authority during the 
year ; 


(3) The amount of the expenses incurred during the year by each such 
sanitary authority («) under the Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (in- 
cluding expenses of scavenging streets) ; () in respect of lighting ; and 
(«) in respect of streets (other than the expenses of scavenging) ; and 


(4) The amount expended during the year by each such sanitary authority 
out of the sums received by them under the Act ; 


(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 323, of Session 1899).”— 
(Mr. T. W. Russell) 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—-ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—RECENT News—CHINA PAPERS—(Ques- 
tion, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildtord) 


HosPITAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS IN CHtINA—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India 
(Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ‘i 





SoutH AFRICAN WAR—Hospitat AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS INQUIRY 
Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) and Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal 
Green, S.W.); Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) ; a ie me ai 


MartiaAL Law 1x Cape Cotony—Question, Mr. Humphreys-Owen gee 
gomeryshire) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies — J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham W.) sb a ie re 
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(Islington, E.) anc Sir J. Colomb - cased Answers, Mr. 
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(Middlesex, Brentford) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the * 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Staw Hats ror PostmMen-—Questions, Dr. Tanner, Mr. Steadman 
Hamlets, Stepney), and Mr. Labouchere (Northampton); Answers, 


Hanbury 


PosTMEN’s HoLipaAys—Question, Mr. Steadman ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Porters’ EXAMINATIONS—Question, Mr. T. D. Sullivan (Donegal 


Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


THE District MESSENGER CoMrANy—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; 


Mr. Hanbury 


Junior Civin Service EXxaMiNatTions—Question, Mr. Patrick 


Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Customs WATCHERS—Question, Mr. Steadman ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


SCOTTISH SuUERIFF Court PROocEDURE—Question, Mr. Wallace 
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Dromore River FLoops--Question, Mr. Daly ; Answer, Mr. 


LIMERICK TELEGRAPH MEssENGERS—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 
Mr. Hanbury 


Canin Post OrricE—Question, Mr. Mandeville (Tipper, 8 my Answer, ! 


Hanbury 


/UBLIN SORTING STAFF—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien; Answer, Mr. 
LUBLIN SORTING S Q) Mr. Patrick O’Brien; A »M 


County KILKENNY PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 


Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


CoaGH (TYRONE) PostaL ServicE—Question, Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, 


Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


BuNDOoRAN MAtLs—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


DRUMCONRATH PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS — Question, Mr. Patrick 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Cork PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ; . 
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CLONES WATER SUPPLY Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.); J 
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Mr. G. W. Balfour 
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Inish TENANCY ContTracts—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 

Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour —... ei ade saa .- 1337 
Meatu County Councit—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy; Answer, Mr. G. W. 

Balfour... Le her ES .. L338 
FISHGUARD AND RossLaAngk RAILWAys—Questions, Mr. Maurice Healy and 

Capt. Donelan (Cork, E.): Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... a ws boos 
SutToN TO CeNsuRE RAtLwAy—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, The 

Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, MA. s+ 1339 
Irish RaiLwAy AMALGAMATION Brit — Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 

Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour osx 2389 
Irish TeNANtTs AND Poor Rate DepuctioNs—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, 

St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson sda wii itd es ... 1340 
Potato Crop—EXPERIMENTS WITH ELECTRICAL ConpucTORS — Question, 

Mr. Austin (Limerick, W.); Answer, The Vice-President of the Depart- 

ment of Agriculture for Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, Dublin County, 5.) ... 1340 
IkisHh Scnoot TEACHERS’ Bonus — Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, 

Mr. G, W. Balfour... inn she es Fe ; eit ... 1341 
Inish NATIONAL Scuoot TEACHERS’ INCOME — Question, Mr. Macalcese ; 

Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... : aes a an ee) ... 1341 
TEACHERS tN Poor LAw ScHoo~ts—Questions, Capt. Donelan and Mr. 

Maurice Healy ; Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour 6a ay oa ... 1342 
CANADIAN EXPORTS TO maaan General Laurie; Answer, Mr. 

A. J. Balfour ... ae — és sibs me ... 1343 
BUSINESS OF THE HoUsE—Questions, Sir H. Campbell Bannerman (Stirling 

Burghs) and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour... ... 1343 

PUBLIC BUSINESS. 

SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES)—Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 

mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Members from 

the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 

Shipping, and Manufactures :—Mr. Brodie Hoare, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur, 

and Sir James Woodhouse; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Round, 

Mr. Kemp, and Mr. John Wilson (Durham.) 

Mr. HAtsey further reported from the Committee, That they had 

discharged the following Members from the Standing Committee on Law 

and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. 

Hl. S. Foster, Mr. Flower, and Mr. Yerburgh; and had appointed in 

substitution: The Lord Advocate, Mr. Loder, Colonel Milward, and 

Viscount Cranborne. Reports to lie upon the Table “ay “ss . 1344 


Members of Local Authorities Relief Bill {Lords|—Read the first time ; 


to be read x second time _ Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 315] 1345 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps——That they have agreed to—Beer Ietailers’ and 
Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill, with Amendments. 
That they have agreed to—Amendment to Inebriates Amendment 
(Scotland) Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 
That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act to Amend the Law 
relating to the Exportation of Arms, Ammunition, and Military and 
Naval Stores.” Prohibition of Exportation of Arms Bill { Lords]... eve 1345 
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Prohibition of Exportation of Arms Bill (Lords]— Read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 314] 1345 Int 
Quarries (Re-committed) Bill—Order for Committee [this day] — and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn cats - 5s ve st -« 1846 
East INDIA ReveNvE Accounts—Order for Committee read ... - ... 1345 


THE INDIAN BuDGET—FINANCIAL STATEMENT— 
The Secie lary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex. Ealing) 1345 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Speaker do now 1 
leave the Chair. >__ (Lord G. Hamilton. ) 


DISCUSSION :-— 


Sir IIe ni] Fowler (Wolve i’- Sir William Wedderbui l (Danij- 
hampton, E.) . 1366 shire) ... sas re ssc, LOTS 
Mr. Souttar (Dumfriesshire) i372 


Amendment proposed 





* To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, in order to 
add the words ‘looking to the special needs of the famine-stricken people in 
India at the present time, this House recognises that funds are urgently ; 
required to feed, clothe, and house the cultivators in their villages until their i 
crops are ripe; to provide them with plough eattle, seed, and other requisites 
of cultivation ; and to restore them to their normal economic condition ; that 
these requirements cannot be adequately met from Indian revenues raised from | 
the suffering Indian people, and within the necessarily restricted field of 
ordinary relief operations ; that the funds subseribed by charity are altogether 
insuflicient for these purposes ; and this House is therefore of opinion that a 
large and generous free grant should be provided to assist in meeting this 
unprecedented calamity,’ instead thereof.”—(Mr. Souttar) 


Questien proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 





The Chancellor of the ke- Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, 
chequer (Sir M. Hicks- SUV. an ane 
Beach, Bristol, IV.) we 4363 Colonel Milward (IWarwicks shire, 
Mr. Maclean (Cardiff)... 1887 Stratford-upon-A von) ... .. 1421 
Mr. Joseph Walton (York- Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ... 1424 
shire, Barnsley) ... ... 1394 The First Lord of the Treasury ( Mr. 
Sir Mancherje: Bhownaggree A.J. Balfour, Manchester, EB .) 1428 
(Bethnal Green, N.E.) ... 1398 Mr. Samuel Smith (flintshire) .... 1454 
Mr. eee rts( Denbigh- Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Bright- 
shire, WW. ..- 1405 sue) ... take ec ... 1435 
Sir Le lgur y “incent (E weler) 1412 
Question put. 
The House divided :--Ayes, 112; Noes, 65. (Division List No, 244.) ; 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Considered in Committee. 

Resolved, That it appears, by the Accounts laid before this House, that 
the total revenue of india for the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1899, was £67,595,815 ; that the total expenditure in India and in 
England charged against revenue was £64,954,942 ; that there was a 
surplus of revenue over expenditure of £2,640,873 ; and that the capital 
outlay on railways and irrigation works not charged against revenue was 


£3,279,316.—(Secretury, Lord George Hamilton.) 


Resolution to be reported. 
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5 Intermediate Education (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
5 Clause 1 :— 
5 Amendment proposed—- 
“In page 1, line 7, to leave out * portion of.” —(Mr. G. W. Balfour.) 
- Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
; 
“In page 1, line 11, to leave out from ‘them’ to the second ‘in, in line 12.” 
—(Mr. G. W. Balfour.) 
Mr. 1. M, Healy (Louth, N.) — ... ie — “ne wich oo. 1439 
) Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment sage 
“in page 1 line 14, at end, to insert, ‘Nothing in any rule made in 
pursuance of this section shall exclude from participation in the benefits of the 
said Acts any school whic ‘h would be entitled to participate in such benefits if 
this Act had not passed.’ ”—(.Wr. 7. M. Healy.) 
. DISCUSSION :— 
i Mr. G. W. Balfour .. 1439 «Mr. T. M. Healy fal ... 1440 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to, 
Clause 3 :— 
Amendment ea -- 
“In page 2, lines | and 2, to leave out the words ‘ out of the funds placed at 
their disposal wd and insert the words ‘recommend grants of, instead 
thereof.” —(J/7. MM. Healy.) 
Question aoe “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Chief Secretary for Ire- Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... .. L441 
lund (Mr. @. W. Balfour, Mr. T. M. Healy one .. 1441 
Leeds, Central) ... ... 1440 
| Question put. 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 73; Noes, 17. (Division List No. 245.) 


Amendment —* 


“In page 2, line 6, after the ge ‘vrant, to insert the words ¢ with the 
approval of the tae —(Mrr. M. Healy.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


New clause :— 
“The Board under this Act shall, in addition to the members already ap- 


pointed, consist of five eee members, who shall be nominated by the 
Lord Lieutenant.” —(Mr. 7. W. Healy.) 


—brought up and read ie fir st and second time, and added. 


Bill reported, as amended ; to be considered upon Monday next. 
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Naval Reserve Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrier (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, The Scere tary to the Admiralty 
Mid) ak ick ... 1445 (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.)... 
The First Lord of the Ad- Sir J. Colom (Gr at Yarmouth) 
miralty iy Wr. Goschen, St Mr. Caldwell ae Bs 
George's, Hanover Squai ’) 1445 The Attorney-General (Sir Robert 


Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
sill reported without Amendment ; to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill [Lords]—Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. ill withdrawn... ie we veh ‘ie shi ee 


Elementary School Teachers’ Superannuation (Isle of Man) Bill 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
secend time.” 
Mr. Caldiell ( (Lanari. shire, Mid)... ie re 
The Under Seoreiary of Stut te for the Home Departne nt ( Mr. sse Collings 
Birmingha m, Bordesle 4) ove eee 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


Elementary School Teachers’ Superannuation vite Bill—Kead a 
second time, and committed for Monday next . Ee 


Poor Relief ( cgnemuned Bili—tead a second time, and committed for Monday 
next ba sae ors bee ae re 


Local Government eae Bill—itead a second time, and committed for 
Monday next ... sap oe es ps vse ot 


Local Government (Ireland) ae ns Bill—Read a second time, and com 
mitted for Monday next ‘ : at a < 5 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at five minutes before Two of the clock. 


LORDS.—FRIDAY, 27TH JULY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 


Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas Bill [u.L.]|~ Commons Amend 
ments considered, and ag rreed to ee — cen ‘ 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill—'The (ucen’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported with Amendments ik 


Mid-Kent Water Bill—Reported with Amendments... 
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Christchurch and a uaneninds Bill — eames with 
Amendments ... te ; i Bs 


Metropolitan District Railway Biil—Ke emt from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments wis oat : 


Plymouth, Stonehouse, and aes Lanesewtienit Biil— slain 
with Amendments : x 


Saint David's weaned siieaitaaineiaad Bill — Reported without 
Amendment ae es aie ee aa Ss : 


Bray and Enniskerry Railway Bill—Reported with Amendments 


— Electric Power Bill—Re ne from the Select Committee 
with Amendments oe oo 243 ‘ se : 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill Mesias from the 


Select Committee with Amendments 


London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway (Abandonment) 
Bill— Moved, That the Order made on the 12th day of March last, “ That 
no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after ‘Tuesday the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2¢; agreed to, and Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly 

Liverpool Corporation Bill—Read 3°, with the Amendments; a further 
Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons . 


Exeter Corporation Bill—Aberdeen Police and Improvement Bill—Read 3°, 
with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Wandsworth and Putney Gas Bill—Read 3', with the Amendments ; 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons ... 


West Ham Corporation Bill—Lead 3’, with the Amendments, and passed, 
and returned to the Commons : bs ae 18s ive » 


Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill—Read 3°, with the 


Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [11.L.|— Moved, “ That Stand 
ing Order No. 144 be dispensed with in respect of this Bill.”—(The Larl 
of Cork.) 


On Question, motion agreed to, 

Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(The Earl of Cork.) 
On Question, Bill read 3“. 

Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill do pass.” —(The Earl of Cork.) 


Amendment moved— 


_ “Tn Clause 25, pages 14 and 15, to leave out Sub-sections (6) aad (7), and to 
insert the following sub-sections :— 


““«(6) The company shall give on application so far as they themselves are 
concerned through bookings with through rates and fares for traffic of every 
description vii the port of Waterford to and from all places in Great Britain 
from or to which they can be reasonably required. 
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“<(7) The said through bookings and through rates and fares may be 
applied for by the Waterford Corporation or by the Waterford Commissioners 
or by any incorporated steamship compiny regularly trading with the port of 
Waterford or by any other person interested in such through traffic. 

«(8) The Waterford Corporation and the Waterford Commissioners shall 
not oppose any application to Parliament which the Great Western Railway 
Company may make for relief from the obligation to continue to provide or 
afford a daily service by steamer as provided by Section 70 of the Fishguard 
and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Act, 1898.’ °—(Lord Greville.) 

DISCUSSION :— 
Earl Spencer oes eee 1451 The Chairman of Committees (The 
Karl of Morley) ‘ee 


Amendment negatived, 


Moved— 

“ To insert as a new clause :—‘ If the Treasury shall be of opinion that the 
company is not properly working, maintaining, and developing the traflie on or 
over the railways of the Waterford Company, or over any railways heretofore 
worked by the Waterford Company, or that the through or local rates or fares 
charged upon those railways are unreasonable, they may call upon the company 
to make such alterations in its mode of working, maintaining, and developing 
trafic, or in the rates or fares charged, as they may think fit, and should the 
company fail to make such alterations within a reasonable time after notice to 
it to that effect, the Treasury may prefer a complaint against the company to 
the Railway and Canal Commission for an order directing such alterations to 
be made, and thereupon the said Commission may make such order on the 
complaint as to them may seem fit.’ ””—(Lord Greville.) 

DISCUSSION :— 
Earl Spencer eee wwe 1453 The Eurl of Morley ods 


Amendment negatived. 
sil] passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford and Central Ireland 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [1.L.]— Moved, “ That 
Standing Order No. 144 be dispensed with in regard to this Bill.—(7h: 
Earl of Cork.) 

On Question, motion agreed to, 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(The Earl of Cort.) 


Amendment moved— 
“To leave ont ‘now, and insert at the end of the motion ‘ this day three 
months.’ ’—(Lord Greville.) 
Earl Spencer . ees eee eee ees eee oe os 
On Question whether “ now ” shall stand part of the motion, resolved in 
the affirmative. Bill read 3¢ accordingly; Amendments made ; Bill 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Crystal Palace Company Bill [1.L.]: Roe’s Patent Bill [1.1.]|—Returned 


from the Commons agreed to... 


Barnsley Corporation Bill [11.1.]; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway 
Bill [m.1.]; North Eastern Railway Bill [u.L.]; Ramsgate Corporation 
Improvements Bill [.1.] ; South Shields Corporation Bill [11.L.|—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to 


North British Railway Bill [1.1.] — Walsall Corporation Bill [1.1.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed.to, with Amendments 

Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill; 
Aberdeen Corporation Tramways Bill; Great Western Railway Bill; 
London and South Western Railway Bill; South Metropolitan Gas Bill— 


Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to... ..» 1456 
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Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—House in Committee (accord- 
ing to Order). The Amendment proposed by the Select Committee made ; 
further Amendment made; Standing Committee negatived ; the Report 
of Amendments to be received on Tuesday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to Order), The Amendments proposed by the Select Committee 
made ; Standing Committee negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be 
received on Tuesday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to Order). Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Com- 


my 


mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to Order), Amendments made ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
the Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next 


Paisley Waterworks Provisional Order Confirmation Bill ; Edinburgh 
(Housing of the Working Classes) Improvement Scheme Provisional Order 
Bill—House in Committee (according to Orders). Bills reported without 
Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills to be read 3% on 
Tuesday next ... 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—Read 3°, 
(according to Order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Perth 
and Paisley Gas Provisional Orders Bill; Read 3“ (according to Order), 
and passed an oe 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MunicipaL TRADING—Report from the Joint Committee (with the Proceed- 
ings of the Committee) made, and to be printed. (No. 210) 


NATIONAL EpucATion (IRELAND)—I. Annual Report of the Commissioners, 
for the year 1899-1900. II. Appendices (Sections i., ii., iii., and iv.) 


Cuina, No. 3 (1900)—Correspondence respecting the insurrectionary movement 
in China are 


TRADE ReporTS (ANNUAL SERIES)—No., 2488, Guatemala ; No. 2490, Sweden 
(Gothenburg). Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie upon the 
Table ‘ ‘ des 


INEBRIATE RETREATS (RULES AS TO MANAGEMENT)—Regulations made with 
the approval of the Secretary of State for the Home Department for the 
domestic management of the Corngreaves Hall Retreat, licensed as a 
Retreat under the Inebriates Acts 1879 to 1899 


Irish LAND CoMMISSION (PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) Act, 1891)—Return 
of Advances under the Act during the year ended the 31st March, 1900. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


LONDON CorroraTion—Annual Account of the Chamberlain of London. 
Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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STRENGTH AND ORGANISATION OF HOME DEFENCES. 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Wemyss ... 1458 The Earl of Rosebery... .-» 1468 
The Prime Minister and The Secretary of State for War 
Secretary of State for (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 1472 
Foreign = Affuirs (The Lhe Earl of Kimberley 1475 
Marquess of Salishury) ... 1463 
Post Office Sites Bill—{Seconp Reapinc|—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading Read. 
Moved, “That the Bill be read a second time.”—(The 3 arquess of 
Londonderry.) 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed for 
Monday next. 
Agricultural Holdings Bill—House in Committee (according to Order). 
Clause 1: 
Moved— 
“In page 1, line 12, to add the following proviso :—‘ Provided always, that 
in estimating the value of any improvement in Schedule L., there shall not be 
taken into account, as part of the improvement made by the tenant, what is 
justly due to the inherent capabilities of the soil.’ ”—(HLarl Grey.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Viscount Cross rn ... 1481 The Duke of Northumberland 1485 
The Eurl of Cann rdown ... 1483 The Duke of Devonshire... 1485 
The Earl of Kimberley... 1484 
On Question, “That those words be there inserted,” their Lordships 
divided :—Contents, 50 ; Not-Contents, 5. 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 1, line 27, after ‘endured’ insert ‘not exceeding the value of the 
manure which would have been produced by the consumption on the holding of 
the crops so sold off or removed.’”—( The Lord Privy Seal.) 
The Earl of Camperdown ree 1487 
On Question, “ That those words be there inserted,” agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Drafting Amendments made. 
\mendment moved— 
‘In page 2, line 40, after ‘claim’ to insert a new sub-section : ‘ Every claim 
and written notice under this section shall state, a. rar as reasonably may be, 
the particulars and amount of the intended elaim.’”—(Zhe Earl of Camperdown.) 
Viscount Cress 1488 


Amendment negatived. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 3, 4, and 5 agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out Clause 6.°—(The Duke of Northumberland.) 
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DISCUSSION :— : 
Viscount Cross... ... 1489 Lord Balfour of Burleigh one 1490 
The Duke of Northumberland 1490 

Amendment negatived. 

Clauses 6, 7, 8, and 9 agreed to., 

Clause 10 :— 

Amendment moved-— 

“In page 5, at end of clause to insert : ‘(5) Where any jurisdiction com- 
mitted by the principal Act or this Act to the sheriff is exercised by the sheriff- 
substitute there shall be no appeal to was sherift.’”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 
First Schedule :— 
Amendment moved— o 

“In page 6, line 8, to omit the words ‘exceeding one acre.’ ”—(Lord 

Windsor.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Viscount Cross... .-. 1492 Lord Heneage . 1494 
The Earl of Feversham... 1494 
On Question, whether the words proposed to be left out shall stand part 
of the schedule, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 15 ; Not-Contents, 25. 
Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 
Second and third schedules amended and agreed to. 
Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee, and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 211.) 
House adjourned during pleasure ; and resumed by the Earl of Morley. 

Tithe Rent-Charge Ireland Bill—Read 3 (according to Order), with the 
Amendments ; further Amendments made ; Bill —— and returned to 
the Commons ae - , . 1495 

Housing of the Working Classes Act aati Amendment Bill-—Read 3 
(according to Order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons an ‘ons . 1495 

Oil in Tobacco Bill—Housé in Committee (according to Order) ; an Amend- 
ment made ; Standing Committee negatived. The Report of Amendment 
to be received on Monday next 1495 

House adjourned at five minutes past Eight of the clock. 
COMMONS: FRIDAY, 27TH Jury, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Aberdeen Corporation Tramways Bill ; Great Western Railway Bill ; 
London and South Western Railway Bill ; South pases Gas Bill— 
Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to ee ... 1495 

Crystal Palace Company Bill [Lords]; Roe’s Patent Bill bees apis 
the third time, and passed, without amendment . 1496 
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South Shields Corporation _ —— ll Xead the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments... a ae Ke tg ..- 1496 


Walsall Corporation Bill [Lords]—As amended, considered. Ordered, 
That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be euspended, and that the Bill be now 
read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
Bil! accordingly read the third time, and passed, with Amendments .. 1496 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill | Lords|—Reported without 
amendment | Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the ‘Table, 
and to be printed. Bill to be considered on Monday next sc ... 1496 


Caledonian Railway Bill [Lords]; Morley Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 
3ournemouth Corporation bill | Lords] ; Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... ve on ..» 1496 


Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords] — Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... .-- 1496 


MessaGE From THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill, Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Eill, Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill, Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill, Perth and Paisley Gas 
Provisional Orders Bill, without amendment. 

That they have agreed to—Bradford Corporation Bill, Halifax Cor- 
poration Bill, Oldham Corporation Bill, Baker Street and Waterloo 
Railway bill, City of London (Various Powers) Bill, Market Weighton 
Drainage and Navigation Bill, Cumberland County Council (Bridges) 
Bill, Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Bill, Croydon Tram 
ways and Improvements Bill, with Amendments. 

That they have agreed to Amendments to—London Sea Water Supply 
Bill { Lords], Glasgow Building Regulations Bill [Lords], Motherwell and 
Bellshill Railway Bill [Lords], North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) 
Bill [Lords], Rotherham Corporation Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act for amalgamating the 
Waterford, Limerick, and Western Railway Company with the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company; and for other purposes.” 
Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act for amalgamating the Undertaking 
of the Waterford and Central Ireland Railway Company with the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company; and for other purposes.” 
Great Southern and Western and Waterford and Central Ireland Railway 
Companies Amalgamation Bill { Lords] ee un ite ae ... 1496 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and 
Western Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [Lords]; Great 
Southern and Western and Waterford and Central Ireland Railway 
Companies Amalgamation Bill [Lords] — Read the first time; and 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... Ro an SOU 
PETITIONS. 
Education (Scotland) Bill—Petition from W deepens against ; to lie upon 
the Table ~~ ooh Ree ... 1497 


EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS—Petition of the School Board for London, 
for greater facilities for the attendance of young people ; to lie upon the 
Table ... bck oe MA it pai is es os sos S97 


Industrial Schools Bill—Pctitions from Leith, in favour; to lie upon the Table 1497 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INEBRIATES RETREATS (RULES FOR MANAGEMENT)—Copy presented, of 
Regulations, made with the approval of the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, for the Domestic Management of Corngreaves Hall 
Retreat, licensed as a Retreat nnder the Inebriates Acts, 1869 to 1899 


1 


[by Act]; to lie upon the Table 

Intsh LAND ComMIssion (PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) Act, 1891)— 
Copy presented, of Return of Advances under the Act during the year 
ended 31st March, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [302.] ‘nis ue ew) a ss re a 


Cuina (No. 3, 1900)—Copy presented, of Correspondence respecting the 
[usurrectionary Movement in China [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ad 


TrapeE Reports (ANNUAL SERLES)—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2488 to 2490 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table sine 


PaPERS LAtb UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HousE—1. Chamber 
of London.—Annual Accounts of the Chamberlain of London for the 
year 1899 [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 303.] 

2. Royal University of Treland.--Copy of Account of Receipts and 
Expenditure of the Royal University of Ireland for the year ended 31st 
March, 1900, together with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General thereon [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 304] 


WUESTIONS. 


Cuina — ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK — RECENT News —- ADVANCE OF THE 
ALLIES ON PEKING—Question, Sir H. Campbeil- Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


CHINESE EMBAssy IN LONDON Question, Mr. Warner (Statfordshire, 
Lichfield) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

SoutH AFRICAN War—HospiraL AND MerbDICAL ARRANGEMENTS INQUIRY— 
Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston); Answer, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)... 

KooRNSPRUIT DISASTER — Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... es oo 2 ee Ss 

RESUMPTION OF INDUSTRIAL OCCUPATIONS AT JOHANNESBURG — Question, 
Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 

Martian Law ix Care Cotony AND RHODESIA—Question, Capt. Sinclair 
(Forfarshire) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain - se xe 

LINDLEY DisasTeER—Question, Mr. Kimber ; Answer, The Under-Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 

British CASUALTIES IN JUNE---Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ae ; 

BrivisH MrpicAL Comrorts ror THE Borers—TREATMENT OF Britis 

PRISONERS—Question, Mr. Kimber ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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Army MepicaL I a a SURGEONS—SUPPOSED PLEDGE OF IMPOR 
SECRECY—Question, Dr. Tanner haa sty Cork, 7s Answer, Mr. 1 
Wyndham Ae pm a ; ae . 1502 
) 
RetTirED ARMY MEDICAL OFFICERS RECALLED TO ACTIVE SERVICE—Question, ses 
Dr. Tanner ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham — ee neh Be ~<« 1508 i 
CoMMAND OF THE RoyAt IrisH RIFLES—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; — 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ie sid pa ‘ ie vite ... 1503 . 
‘ . ata pes HovE 
British Reverses—Covurts or INqQuirny—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; A 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ht ‘oi site sles ne “as .-» 1504 I 
IMPERIAL YEOMANRY ENCAMPMENT NEAR BEtRA—Question, Sir J. Fergusson Local 
(Manchester, N.E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham — rae oe .. 1504 ] 
‘ : oe ‘ NEW 
GRATUITIES TO VOLUNTEER OFFICERS SERVING IN SouTH AFRICA—Question, ‘ 
Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumberland, Tyneside) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 1505 ( 
VOLUNTEERS—EYPLOYMENT ON ForEIGN SERVICE—Question, Sir Howard LOND 
Vincent (Sheffield, Central); Answer, Mr. Wyndham _... a w» 1505 I 
] ‘ > ° D: P , Foop 
GIBRALTAR GABRISON—OrFICERS’ Houses — Question, Mr. Pierpoint (War- / 
rington) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... on ree ue a ... 1506 
RurA 
ArMY Promotion Boarp—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. S 
Wyndham ___.... ves vite saa — sie bes ih ... 1506 ] 
Gun Faratiry at Campen Fort, Cork—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Post? 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ae — ve = <e ike .. 1507 TRAD 
— I 
MitittA OrricErs’ PAy——-Question, Major Rasch (Essex, S.E.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham = me Si she ie sali ee — ss LOOT CIVIL 
I 
GREAT YARMOUTH FISHERMEN AND THE MILITiA—Question, Sir J. Colomb , 
(Great Yarmouth); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee ews are cas LOOT ~— 
MILITIA SERGEANT-MAJORS—Question, Major Rasch ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 1508 _— 
N 
GOVERNMENT ConTrAcTS—IRIsH TENDERERS—Question, Mr. Field a? ( 
St. Patrick) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Oftice (Mr. J. 
Powell-Williams, Birmingham, ae fie - ee oe, ... 1508 DERR 
; 7 
THE “ VicToRIA AND ALBERT ”—Questions, Sir Edward Gourley (Sunderland) 
and Mr, Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answers, The First Lord of the GRAN 
Admiralty (Mr. Gosehen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) ... a ... 1509 i 
THE BELLEVILLE BoiLerR [NQuiry—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, GRAN 
Mr. Goschen ... ee ae a pas Fas = ae ss» LD10 : 
RoMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS IN THE NAVY—-Question, — Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Cork 
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TorPEDO Boats AT THE NAVAL MANG:UVRE Sie cama Sir Edward Gourley ; d 
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NATIONAL COAL RESERVE—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, The New) 
° mn . . 7 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... asa w. 1511 ] 
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IMPORTATION OF Dogs INTO GREAT BriTAIN—Question, Mr. Channing (North- 
amptonshire, E.) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) il iv nen a sank 


PALACE OF WESTMINSTER—VENTILATION OF COMMITTEE ROOMS —Question, 
Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas ea 


KENSINGTON GARDENS Kecu en Karl oe tii 8. 3 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas ... Re 7 : 

Hove RECREATION GROUND —Question, Sir Henry Fletcher (Sussex, Lewes) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Tyrone, 8.) hs 258 Es 

LocAL TAXATION RETURNS—Question, Mr. one Answer, Mr. T. W. 
Russell... : ee Se ae ae : 

New SCIENCE AND ART REGULATIONS—Questions, Mr. Harwood (Bolton), 
and Mr. J. A. Pease; Answers, The Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


LoNDON ScHooL BoArp—HIGHER ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS—Question, Mr. 
Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst ress : 


Foop PRESERVATIVES—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; 
Answer, The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs)... 

RuraAL PosTMEN’s SHELTERS—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) : se 


PostMEN’s UNIFORMS-—Question, Dr, Tanner ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 





TraApE MArKS—ForEIGN OFFICE—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, 


Mr. Hanbury 

Civit SERVICE ABSTRACTORS—TERMS OF SERVICE—Question, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 

County Court FEEs-—Question, Sir Chas. Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ie a sis me 

IntsH Lunatic AsyLuMsS BoARD—SUPPLEMENTARY EstTIMATE-—Question, 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) <4 ot nse te . 


Derry MAGistTRAcY—Question, Mr. Arthur J. Moore (Londonderry) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


GRANTS IN Arp TO InisH ASYLUMS —Question, Sir Thomas Esmoude ; Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour 


GRANTS FoR MAricious INJURIES IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. T. M. ian 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ; 


Cork LAND CoMMIssioN—Question, Dr. Tanner; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 
MuzzLinG REGULATIONS IN CorK—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ; 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Department of Agriculture for [reland 


(Mr. Plunkett, Dublin County, 8.) 
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LIMAVADY PosTMASTERSHIP—Questions, Mr. Arthur J. Moore and Mr. T. M. 
Healy ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


IrtsH NATIONAL caging ARREARS OF FEE GRANTS—Question, Capt. 
Donelan ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour i 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation Boarp CLERKs—Question, T. M. Healy ; Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill 
Lords Amendments to be considered forthwith ; considered, and agreed to 


Municipal TRADING (JoLNT CoMMITTEE)—Report from the Select Committee 
appointed to join with a Committee of the Lords on Municipal Trading, 
with Minutes of Evidence and an Appendix, brought up, and read 
[Inquiry not completed]. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 305] * 


NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 1898—-99—Committee to consider the Savings 
and Deficiencies upon Navy and Army Grants for 1898-99, and the tem 
porary sanction obtained from the Treasury by the Navy and Army 
Departments to the Expenditure not provided for in the Grants for that 
year, upon Monday next ue ne ee es Ps 

Ordered, That the Appropriation Accounts for the Navy and Army 
Departments, which were presented upon the 15th day of February last, 
be referred to the Committee.—(JM/r. Hanbury.) 


Intermediate Education (Ireland) Bill—As amended, in the Committee, 
to be printed. [Bill 315.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—County and Borough 
Franchise Assimilation (London) Bill, without amendment. 
That they have agreed to—Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners 
and Others) Bill, with an Amendment. 
That they have agreed to—Cruelty to Wild Animals in Captivity Bill, 
with Amendment. 


SUPPLY [21st ALLorrep Day].—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Army (SUPPLEMENTARY) EsTiMATE, 1900-1901—Motion made, and Question 
proposed, “That a supplementary sum, not exceeding £11,500,000, he 
granted to Her Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for 
Additional Expenditure, mainly due tothe war in South Africa and to 
affairs in China, in respect of the following Army Services, viz. 


Vote 1.—Pay, ete., of the Army... bs eas es a - $250,000 
Vote 2.—Medical Establishment : P. ay, ete. * sae jst ... 800,000 
Vote 5.—Volunteer Corps : Pay and Allowances ies axe ... 900,000 
Vote 6.—T ransport and Remounts : ose a ... 4,500,000 
Vote 7 —Provisions, Forage, and other supplies ee = 2. 850,000 
Vote 8.—Clothing Establishments and Services ~~ ‘si ... 100,000 
Vote 9.—Warlike and other Stores ... 500,000 
Vote 10.—Works, ete.: Cost (including Staff for ‘Eng sineer Services ) 1,060,000 
Vote 12.—Miscellaneous Effective Services ees a es ... 140,000 
Vote 14.—Non-Etlective Services, Officers se a se 2. = 250,000 








Total £11,500,000.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
99 2 ‘ 
823 The Under-Secretary of State Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Jor War (Mr, Wundhan, Ilkeston} = 1564 
eae Dover) ... so .«- 1526 Mr. Burdeti-C ‘outs (IV “estminster ) 1568 
ita Sir Chas. Dilke (Gloucester- Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
shire, Forest of Dean) ... 1538 Central) ee 1572 
594 Vujor Rasch (Essex, SB.) 1549 Mr. MWason (¢ lackmannan and 
es. Sir John Colom — (Great Kinvoss) 1577 
Vurmouth) Hes ve. EBD2 Sir J, Fergusson (Manchester, 
Sir IH. Campbell- Bannerman N.E.) Ui 3 we LOTS 
gyri Burghs) 1555 Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, 
ea Arnold-Forster (Belfast W.) sus fer re wes LOO 
mes My Se aye 1558 Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) 1582 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a reduced sum, not 
exceeding £11,499,900, be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Courtenay 
Wurner.) 
524 | DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 1589 Mr, Dalziel (Kirkealdy Burghs) 1604 
Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) 1590 Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth) — ... 1609 
Mr. Seely (Lincoln) ... 1598 Mr. Edinund Robertson (Dundee) 1610 
Mr. Joseph Walton (York- Mr. Wyndham ... 1615 
re shire WI., Barnsley) ... 1599 Mr. Warner aint shire, Lid 
24 Col. Welby (Taunton) sis LOO] field) .. . 1627 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnar- Mr, Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S}) 1628 
vonshire, Hifion) ... 1628 
_Motio: 1 made, and Question proposed, “ That a reduced sum, not exceed- 
£3,500,000, be granted for the said Service. ”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 
Mr. 3 Tully (Leitrin, S.) ..- 1638 


(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 12; Noes, 87. (Division List No. 246.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House on the 16th day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at half after One of the clock. 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME LXXXVI. 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
Jast column refer to the page in this volume. 


‘the Bill was originated in the Lords. 


The figures in parentheses in the 
“(H.L.]” following title indicates that 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 


Progress. 





*Agricultural Holdings 


Beer Retailers’and Spirit 
Grocers’ Licences 
(Ireland) (No. 2). 

*Charitable Loans (Ire- 
land) 

Copyright [H.L. ] 

County and Borough 
Franchise Assimila- 
tion (London) 


*County Courts Ireland 
[H.L. | 


‘Cruelty to Wild Animals 
in Captivity 

Diocesan Registration 
[H.L. 

*Education [H.L. ] 


Executors (Scotland) 
*Housing of the Working 
Classes Act (1890) 
Amendment 


*Inebriates’ Amendment 
(Scotland) [H.L.] 
*Land Charges [H.L. ] 


*Lunacy Board (Scot- 
land), Salaries, ete. 


Members of Local Au- 
thorities Relief [H.L.] 

Merchant Shipping 
(Liability of Ship- 
owners and others) 


*Qil in Tobacco 





Viscount Cross 


Lord Monkswell 
Lord Farquhar 


Lord Ashbourne 





Archbishop of Canterbury 
Duke of Devonshire 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh 
jarl of Halsbury 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh 


Duke of Northumberland 
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Read 1* 20 July (589) ; Read 
2° 24 July (989); Com- 
mittee, 27 July (1479) 

Report 23 July (837) ; Read 
3* 24 July (1010) 


Read 3¢ 19 July (420) 


Committee, 23 July (837) 

Read 2¢17 July (193) ; Com- 
mittee, Report, 20 July 
(589); Read 3¢ 26 July 
(1275) 

Committee, Report, 16 July 
(39); Read 3¢ 19 July 
(420) 

Report 24 July (989); Read 
3¢ 26 July (1284) 

Report 19 July (420) ; Read 
3* 20 July (619) 

Read 2¢ 23 July (796) ; Com- 
mittee, 24 July (1010) 

Read 2* 20 July (618) 

Read 24 20 June (621) ; Com- 
mittee, 23 July (842); 
Report, 26 July (1283); 
Read 3¢ 27 July (1495) 

Commons Amendments con- 
sidered, 24 July (1010) 

Commons Amendments con- 
sidered, 19 July (435) 

Read 1¢20 July (589) ; Read 
2¢ 24 July (1010) ; Com- 
mittee, Report, 26 July 
(1284) 

Committee, 16 July (36); 
Report, 19 July (420); 
Read 34 20 July (621) 

Report, 19 July (420); Third 
Reading (adjourned) 20 
July (619); Read 3¢ 26 
July (1269) 

Read 1¢ 20 July (589) ; Read 
2¢ 26 July (1285); Com- 
mittee, 27 July (1495) 
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House or Lorps—cont. 





Title of Bill. | 


Brought in by 


Progress. 





*Poor Removal 
*Post Office Sites 


*Prohibition of Exporta- 
tion of Arms [H.L.] 





*Tithe Rent 
(Ireland) 


Town Councils (Scotland)| 


Earl of Halsbury 


| 

Charge | Lord Ashbourne 
| 
| 


Read 3¢ 19 July (415) 

Read 14 20 July (589) ; Read 
2¢ 27 July (1478) 

Read 14 20 July (635) ; Read 
24 23 July (842); Com- 
mittee, Report, 24 July 
(1010) ; Read 3¢ 26 July 
(1285) 

Read 1 17 July (193) ; Read 
27 19 July (420); Com- 
mittee, 23 July (840); 
Report, 26 July (1275); 
Read 3¢ 27 July (1495) 

Committee, 20 July (589) ; 
Report, 26 July (1275) 














| 
Veterinary Surgeons | —_—_— Committee, Report, 16 July 
Amendment | (40); Read 3¢ 19 July 
| (420) 
Workmen’s Compen- | — Read 3¢ 16 July (37) 
sation Act (1897) | 
Extension | 
(B.) HousE oF ComMONs. 
No. Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
121 
258 \ |* Agricultural Holdings Mr. Long | Read 3° 19 July (532) 
293 
28 | Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Gro- | Mr. Wm. Moore | Lords Amendments. 
cers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. ' considered 27 July 
2) (1524) 
ae Borough Funds Sir Albert Rollit | Withdrawn 20 J uly 
237 J (672) 


300 |*Colonial Stock [H.L.] 


*Companies 


51 | Compensation for Damage to 
Crops 

216 |*County Courts (Investment of 
Deposits) [H.L.] 


310 |*County Courts (Ireland) [H.L.] 


290 |*Diocesan Records [H.L.] 








Sir R. Finlay 


/Read 1° 17 July 
| (240); Read 2° 23 
| July (969) 


Mr. Ritchie | Consideration, 24 July 
(1065) 

Mr. Jeffreys | Withdrawn 17 July 
| (240) 


Sir R. Finlay 


Mi 


| Committee, Report, 18 
July (402); Con- 


sideration, Third 
} Reading, 19 July 
| (583) 


| Read 1° 23 July (889); 
Bill withdrawn, 26 
July (1447) 


», Atkinson 


Sir M. White Ridley | Withdrawn 19 July 


(584) 
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House oF CoMMONS.—cont. exxiii 
No. Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
125 |*Dogs Regulation Mr. Long — 16 July 
18 
244 |*Education (Scotland) [H.L. ] Mr. A. Graham | Withdrawn 16 July 
Murray 187 
305 |*Elementary School Teachers’ | Mr. Jesse Collings Read 1° 19 July (487); 
Superannuation (Isle of Man) a - 26 July 
1447 
306 |*Elementary School Teachers’ | Mr. Jesse Collings Read 1° 19 July (487); 
Superannuation (Jersey) Read 2° 26 July 
(1448) 
311 |*Expiring Laws Continuance Mr. Hanbury 
111 |*Factories and Workshops Sir M. White Ridley| Withdrawn 16 July 
(187) 
142 | Factory and Workshop Act | Mr. Harwood Withdrawn 18 July 
(1878) Amendment (No. 2) (344) 
82 |Highways and Bridges Act | Mr. Jeffreys Withdrawn 23 July 
(1891) Amendment (888) 
301 |*Imitation of County Court | Sir Robert Finlay Read 1’ 17 July (240); 
Process [H.L.] Read 2° 23 July 
(975 
149 |*Inebriates Amendment (Scot- | Mr. A. Graham | Read 2°18 July (403); 
land) [H.L.] Murray Committee, Re- 
port, Consideration, 
Third Reading, 19 
210) July (584) 
315 i Intermediate Education(Ireland)| Mr. G. W. Balfour | Second Reading 19 
ws July (487); Com- 
mittee, 26 July 
(1438) 
209 |*Irish Education Bill Mr. G. W. Balfour | Second Reading (Bill 
withdrawn), 19 July 
526 
63 | Liquor Traffic Local Veto | Mr. John Wilson | Withdrawn 23 July 
(Scotland) (Govan) (888) 
302 | Local Government Act (1888) | Mr. H. Robertson Read 1° 17 July (241) 
Amendment (London) 
259 |*Local Government (Ireland) Mr. G. W. Balfour | Read 2° 26 July (1448) 
260 |*Local Government (Ireland) | Mr. G. W. Balfour | Read 2’ 26 July(1448) 
(No. 2) 
119 |*Lunacy |#.L.] Sir R. Webster Withdrawn 16 July 
(188) 
140 |*Lunacy Board (Scotland) | Mr. 4. Graham | Committee, Report, 
Salaries, &c. Murray 18 July (402) ; Con- 
sideration, Third 
Reading, 19 July 
(583) 
307 | Medical Act (1858) Extension | General Laurie Read 1° 20 July (672) 
313 | Members of Local Authorities | Mr. Wilson Todd Read 1° 26 July (1345) 
Relief [H.L.] 
285 |*Military Lands [H.L.] Mr. Wyndham Read 2’ 23 July (890) 
275 |*Military Manceuvres [H.L.] Mr. Wyndham Withdrawn 16 July 
188) 
303 |*Naval Reserve Mr. Macartney tina 1°17 July (241); 











Read 2° 23 July 
(966) ; Committee, 
26 July (1445) 








HovusE oF ComMoNsS—cont. 








CXxxiv 
No. Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
| 
298 *Oil in Tobacco Sir M. Hicks Beach | Read 2°18 July (402); 


| 


157 *Palatine Court of Durham 
| [H.L.] 
*Poor Relief (Ireland) 


261 

4 *Post Office Sites 

314 |*Probibition of Exportation of 
Arms [H.L. ] 

280 |*Public Works Loans 

aoe Quarries 

308 | Railway and Canal Traffic Acts 
Amendment 

ane *Railways (Prevention of Acci- 

946 | dents) 

139 |*Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools (Scotland) 

276 |*Reserve Forces [H.L.] 

212 |*Savings Banks and Friendly 
Societies 

309 | Teachers of Music Registration 

97 |*Tithe Rent-charge (Ireland) 
286 |*Volunteers [H.L.] 
14) | Workmen’ 

165 orkmen’s Compensation Act 

257 (1897) Extension 

189 |*Youthful Offenders [H.L.] 








Sir R. Webster 
Mr. G. W. Balfour 
Mr. Hanbury 


Sir Robert Finlay 
Mr. Hanbury 

Mr. Alfred Pease 
Sir T. Gibson-Car- 


michael 


Mr. Ritchie 


Mr. Jesse Collings 
Mr. Wyndham 


Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Mr. Sidebotham 
Mr. Atkinson 


Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. H. S. Foster 


Sir M. White Ridley 





Committee, Report, 
Third Reading, 19 
July (583) 
Withdrawn 16 July 
188) 
Read 2°26 July (1448) 


Committee, Report, 
18 July (387); Read 
3’ 19 July (582) 

Read 1°26 July (1345) 


Committee, Report, 
23 July (979) 

Withdrawn 26 July 
(1345) 

Read 1°20 July (673) 


Lords Amendments, 
considered, 19 July 
(584) 

Withdrawn 16 July 
(188) 

Read 2° 18 July (385) ; 
Committee, Report, 
23 July (965) ; Con- 


sideration, Third 
Reading, 25 July 
(1162) 

Withdrawn 16 July 
(187) 


Read 1° 20 July (673) 

Re-committal, Third 
Reading, 16 July 
(117) 

Read 2° 18 July (344); 
Committee, Report, 
23 July (925) 


Lords Amendments 
considered, 17 July 
(240) 

Withdrawn 16 July 
(187) 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITIVUN) 


IN THE 


SEVENTH SESSION oF 


Unitep Kinepom oF GREAT BRITAIN anv IRELAND, 


THE ZTWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT or 


THE 


APPOINTED 


TO MEET THE 30TH JANUARY 1900, IN THE 63RD YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HER MAJESTY 
NINTH VOLUME 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Monday, 16th July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 

Local Government Provisional Orders 

(No. 12). 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14). 

Coventry Corporation. 

Shannon Water and Electric Power. 

Hastings Corporation. 

Alexandra Park. 

Great Indian Peninsula Railway Com- 

pany. 

Southport Corporation. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
STREET AND WATERLOO 

RAILWAY BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


VOL, LXXXVI. [Fourrn Srrirs.] 


BAKER 


OF SESSION 





QUEEN VICTORIA. 


1900. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS 


[IL 4s 


CORPORATION — BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
Reported with Amendments. 


SUNDERLAND 


TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
12th day of March last, “ That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tuesday, 
the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2¢; 
agreed to; Bill read 2“ accordingly, and 
committed. The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


SETTLED CHATTELS 
[H.L. ]. 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


FRASER BILL 


JARROW AND HEBBURN ELECTRICITY 
SUPPLY BILL. 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


A 








3 Private Pill 


BELFAST AND COUNTY DOWN RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendment, and 


passed, and returned to the Commons. 

DURHAM (COUNTY OF) ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 

LANCASHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 1%, 
and referred to the Examiners. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [1.1.}. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [#.L.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
LONDON AND ST. KATHERINE DOCKS 
AND EAST AND WEST INDIA DOCK 
COMPANIES BILL. 
ST ALBANS WATER BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [1.1.1]. 
GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [4.1.1]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 

SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [u.4 }. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 

to, with Amendments. 


GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BELL 
{H.L. ]. 


Returned from the Commons. with 
the Amendment agreed to. 

EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 
ROCHDALE CORPORATION — BILL. 
EAST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 
PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND 
DEVONPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. 
CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IM- 
PROVEMENTS BILL. 
LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 1) 


BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 2 


BILL. 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL. 


{LORDS} 


Business. 4 
NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN LIGHT 
RAILWAY BILL. 

GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selee- 
tion, That the following Lerds be pro. 


| posed to the House to form the Select 


Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz.:— 

M. Bath, 

E. Camperdown (chairman), 

L. de Ramsey, 

L. Monkbretton, 

L. Stanmore ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Wednesday next, at Eleven o'clock ; and 
all petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to 
be heard by counsel against the Bills to 
be heard as desired, as also counsel for 
the Bills. 
PERTH AND PAISLEY GAS 
SIONAL ORDERS BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on 

the 12th day of March iast, ‘That no 
Provisional Order Confirmation — Bill 
brought before the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time atter Tuesday 
the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read a 
second time; agreed to. Bill read 2! 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


PROVI- 


TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL 


(No. 5) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order of the 12th of 
March last, ‘‘ That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday the 26th day of June next,” 
be dispensed with, and that the Bill be 
now read a second time; agreed to; Bill 
read 2' accordingly, and committed, The 
Committee to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 


ORDERS 


Order). Amendments made; Standing 
Committee negatived; the Report of 


Amendments to be received To-morrow. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BLLL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 34 To-morrow. 
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5 Local Government 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL |! 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. | 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bills reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Amendments made; Standing 
Committee negatived; the Report of 
Amendments to be received To-morrow. 


PIER 


LONDON (ST. MARYLEBONE) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 183.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS © BILL — SUSPENSION OF 
STANDING ORDERS. 

Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, in moving 
that the Standing Orders be dispensed 
with in regard to these nine Provisional 
Order Bills, I would point out that the 
delay in the introduction of the Bills has 
not been due to the Local Government 
Board. There was some delay by the 
printer, which, added to the abnormal 
length of the Whitsuntide recess and the 
fact that there was some opposition in the 
House of Commons, accounts for the late 
period at which the Bills come up to your 
Lordships; but I understand that the 
Chairman of Committees has no objection 
to the Standing Orders being suspended. 


LocAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 7) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 9) Bru. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 10) BILL. 

LocAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 11) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 12) BILL. 

LocAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS | 
(No. 13) BILL. 


{16 JuLty 1900} 


Provisional Orders Bill. 6 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 14) Bru. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 


(No. 15) BI. 

LocAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES) BiLL. 
Moved—“ That the Order of the 12th of 

March last, ‘That no Provisional Order 

Confirmation Bill brought from the House 

of Commons shall be read a second time 

after Tuesday the 26th day of June next,’ 
be dispensed with, and that the Bills be 
now read a second time.”—(Lord Harris.) 


Toe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortry): There have been 
a great many Bills this year—a larger 
number than I ever remember in any 
previous session—in connection with 
which this Standing Order has _ been 
dispensed with. I quite admit that the 
delay is not so much the fault of the 
Local Government Board, but I must 
warn my noble friend that if there is any 
opposition I cannot undertake to have 
the Bills referred to Select Com- 
mittees. There are a number of un- 
opposed Bills yet to be dealt with. 


On Question, agreed to; Bills read 2" 
accordingly. 
Yv 


THE Eart oF DENBIGH: I have an 
exactly similar motion to move in con- 
nection with four Irish Bills, and I hope 
the noble Earl the Chairman of Com- 
mittees will raise no objection. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (NO. 3) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL 
OrDERS (NO. 4) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL 
OrvDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES) 
BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSEs) 
(No. 2) BILL. 

Moved—* That the Order of the 12th 
of March last, ‘ That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday the 26th day of June next,’ 
be dispensed with, and that the Bills be 
now read a second time.”—(Lhe Lurl of 


| Denbigh.) 


THe Eart or MORLEY: I must give 
the same answer to the noble Earl. If 
the Bills are unopposed I shall make no 


A 2 








7 Home Defence— 


objection, but if they are opposed I can- | 


not undertake to have them considered. 


On Question, agreed to. Bills read 24 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday 
next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


LOCAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
Committed. The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No 11) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 


Committed to a Committee of the whole 
House To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL. 
Committed to a Committee of the whole 


House. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 


Committed to a Committee of the whole 
House To-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVY (COURTS-MARTIAL). 
Returns of the number of courts- 
martial held and summary punishments 


inflicted on seamen of the Royal Navy, | 


etc., during the year 1899. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Further’ correspondence relating to 
affairs in South Africa (in continuation of 
[Cd. 43], January 1900). 


RAILWAY RETURNS. 
Return as to the capital, traffic, 
receipts, and working expenditure, ete., 


{LORDS} 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 


of the railway companies of the United | 


Kingdom, for the year 1899. 


t 


and to be printed. 


Military Resources. ~ 
INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES, 
1900-1901). 

Explanatory memorandum by _ the 
Secretary of State for India. 


MINT. 
Thirtieth Annual Report of the 


Deputy Master and Comptroller of the 
Mint, for 1900. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 
Twenty-fifth Annual Report, 1898-99 ; 
with appendices. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minute, dated 6th July, 1900, 
granting a retired allowance to Mr. T. G. 
Pinches, first class assistant at the British 
Museum, under Section 2 of the Super- 
annuation Act, 1887. 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 
Account of the receipt and expenditure 
under the Seamen's Fund Winding-up 
Act, from Ist January to 3lst December, 
1899. 


TECHNICAL [INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 

Minute of the Board of Education 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught 
under Clause 8 of the Technical Instrue 
tion Act, 1889, for the county borough of 
Oldham, seventh minute. 

POLLING DISTRICTS (YORKSHIRE, 
WEST RIDING). 

Order made by the County Council of 
the West Riding of Yorkshire constituting 
polling districts and polling places in 
the Parliamentary Divisions of Shipley, 
Sowerby, and Colne Valley. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 

Report from the Joint Committee (with 
the proceedings of the Committee) made, 
(No. 186.) 


HOME DEFENCE — MILITARY 
RESOURCES. 
THe Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I beg to give notice that on Friday week 
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9 Ritwalism in 


I shall ask the Prime Minister the follow- 
ing questions — 


“(1) Whether he or his colleagues have ever 
received information of expressions of opinion, 
from reliable sources, confirming the view of 
one of our Foreign Military Attachés, recently 
quoted in debate, to the etfect that ‘It is all- 
important that England should be strong and 
unassailable in the month of November next.’ 

“(2) Whether he is of opinion that the 
European situation is now less alarming than 
it seemed to him on the 9th of May last, when 
he spoke to the Primrose League as follows :— 
‘It is not necessarily because in themselves 
they are more important, but if you look 
around you will see that the elements and 
causes of menace and peril are, though slowly, 
accumulating, and may accumulate to such a 
point as to require our most earnest and active 
effort to repel them.’ 

“(3) Whether, as Prime Minister, responsible 
for our national safety, he has carefully in- 
quired into our home land defensive means 
and organisation, and has satisfied himself 
that these are such as, failing the fleet, will 
render all attempts at invasion by any hostile 
nation futile and impossible of success. 

“(4) Whether, if not satisfied as to the sufti- 

ciency and organisation of our home land 
defences, he will cause such measures to be 
taken as will give us the required security 
against the possibility of successful invasion by 
any hostile Power.” 
I placed on the Paper of your Lordships’ 
House some time ago a request for a 
Return which would give us all the parti- 
culars with reference to our defensive 
position, but the noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State for War declined to 
grant the Return. The information, how- 
ever, is known to the members of the 
Foreign Embassies. I asked one of those 
members if there was any information in 
the Return for which I asked which he 
could not supply, and he replied, “ We 
know nothing.” The Prime Minister, if 
he wishes to inform himself as to the state 
of things, has nothing to do but to send 
this paper to the Secretary of State for 
War and get it filled up. 


INDIAN FAMINE—PRESENT OUTLOOK. 

Lorp SANDHURST: My Lords, I 
beg to ask the noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary of State for India a question of 
which I have given him private notice 
namely, whether he can give the House 
any information with regard to the mon- 
soon in India which may possibly tend to 
alleviate anxiety. 





THE UNDER 
STATE For 
ONsLow): My Lords, the Secretary of 
State has received a telegram trom 


{16 JuLy 1900} 


'the Viceroy of India which, I am 
‘happy to say, 


the Church. 10 


puts a rather im- 
proved complexion upon affairs, which 
had begun to assume alarming conditions 
owing to the failure of the monsoon. The 
Viceroy telegraphed the day before yester- 
day as follows— 

‘“‘ Heavier and more general rain during last 
week in Berar, Central Provinces and Hydera- 
bad, Rainfall good and sutticient for present 
needs in Rajputana. In Central India mode- 
rate general rain and sowings commenced in 
parts. Fair rain has fallen in Bombay, Deccan 
and Khsandeoh. Monsoon is heavy in Surat. 
Good fails are reported in Kathiawar, Broach, 
Thana. Sufficient rain has not yet fallen in 
Punjaub for dry land sowing. Notwithstand- 
ing that prospects have improved, no early 
diminution of relief is possible. On the con- 
trary, the figures this week are the highest yet 
reported. Village relief and advances are re- 
placing relief works. Condition of surviving 
cattle is deplorable in Western India. Cholera 
continues prevalent Bombay. Health Re- 
turns for Central Provinces are satisfactory. 
Number of persons in receipt of relief, 
6,148,000.” 


RITUALISM IN THE CHURCH. 
*THe Eart or PORTSMOUTH: My 
Lords, in rising to call attention to the 
continued lawlessness in the Church of 
England, and to ask the Prime Minister 
if he is prepared to give effect to the 
Resolution of the House of Commons of 
Wednesday, 10th May, 1899+, I shall con- 
fine my remarks to those particular cases 
in which the clergy have not only 
revolted against the lawful authority of 
the highest Court, but against the 
opinions of the two Archbishops and the 
moral authority of their ecclesiastical 
superiors. I do not think that it would 
be desirable that I should occupy your 
Lordships’ time by entering at any length 
into the cases outside these—they are 
indeed very numerous—in which the 
spirit of the Reformation, and the spirit 
of the Protestant settlement is con- 
tinuously and sedulously broken by these 
offending clergymen. I will confine my- 
self, as | have said, to cases of definite 
contempt of the law of the land and of 
episcopal authority. I come first to the 
question of incense and __ processional 


lights. The use of incense was condemned 


as illegal as long ago as 1868 in the case 


+ The Resolution is quoted by Lord Salis- 





. bury later in this debate. It was moved as an 
SECRETARY — oF , 
INDIA (The Earl of: 


Amendment to the motion for the Second 
Reading of the Church Discipline Bill, intro- 
‘duced by Mr. McArthur. For the discussion, 
see The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth Series], 
Vol. Ixxi., page 231. 
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of Martin v. Machonochie, and again in 
the case of Elphinstone +. Purchas. 
Processional lights were declared illegal 


in the Purchas case, but their use is still | 


continued. About a year or eighteen 
months ago I called attention in this 
House to the proceedings that were 
taking place at a particular church in 


North Kensington in respect to the cere- | 


monial use of incense and _ processional 
lights, and the answer I then received 
was that these matters had been relegated 
by mutual consent to the decision of the 
two Archbishops.* I will read to your 
Lordships what the opinion of the two 
Archbishops was. They said— 

“ We are obliged to come to the conclusion 

that the use of incense in the public worship 
and as a part of that worship is not at present 
enjoined nor permitted by the law of the 
Church of England, and it is our duty to 
request the clergy who so use it to discontinue 
that use. If used at all it must be used (in 
George Herbert’s language) to sweeten the 
church and outside the worship altogether. 
It is obvious at once that precisely the same 
line of reasoning is applicable to the case of 
processions carrying lights as we have applied 
to the case of incense. There is no authority 
for such processions, and they are therefore 
neither enjoined nor permitted.” 
After this opinion of the two Archbishops 
we were treated to a very remarkable 
lay protest. A deputation waited upon 
the most rev. Prelate the Archhishop of 
Canterbury, and the language they used 
in the memorial they presented was most 
significant as showing contempt, not only 
for the law of the land, but for their 
ecclesiastical superiors. In the memorial 
which they presented to the most rev. 
Prelate they made use of these words— 

“We as Catholic lay people will resist to 
the utmost a precedent which may lead us into 
a position differing but little from that against 
which the Church rightly protested 300 years 
ago. We protest against your Grace’s 
attempt to foist upon the Church a penal Act 
of Parliament passed in days of regal auto- 
cracy, and we are the more aggrieved because 
we were led to suppose that your Grace had 
intended to investigate the question upon the 
principles of Catholic law, and not upon the 
construction of the alleged law of the State.” 
I wish to express the greatest possible 
deference and respect to the most rev. 
Prelate, but I do not think that he was 
justified in receiving a deputation that 
chose to employ such language towards 

him. Whatever our opinion may be as to 
the views or the policy that may have been 
taken by the most rev. Prelate, I do not , 





* See Lhe Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixix., page 96. 
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| think there is any Member of your Lord- 
|ships’ House who doubts that whatever 
‘faults people may suppose to belong to 
him he is certainly a man of strict justice, 
If the most rev. Prelate’s self-respect did 
‘not forbid his officially recognising those 
who charged him with animus and 
partiality—for that is the meaning of the 
words “your Grace’s attempt to foist 
upon the Church ”-—he should remember 
that he holds an office of the greatest 
dignity and subject to the conditions 
of an Established Church and therefore 
to the law of the land, and that so long 
as he enjoys the advantages of his 
position he is also bound by its limitations 
and bound to recognise no law other than 
the actual law which is the law of the 
State. I do not think it is necessary thac 
I should occupy your Lordships’ time by 
dwelling at any length upon the elaborate 
reply which the most rev. Prelate 
addressed to that deputation. The pith 
of the whole matter is contained in these 
words, which form part of the reply. 
Speaking of the opinion of the two Arch- 
bishops, which we understood was set up 
to meet the views of those who declined 
to recognise the authority of the Privy 
Council, the most rev. Prelate said that— 

“* Although the Archbishop has addressed 
these words to the whole Province, certainly | 
am not going to admit that the Archbishop has 
not a right to address every clergyman in his 
Province—certainly he has not implied that 
this opinion of his is to be taken asa command 
to obey unless their Bishops enforce it. It is 
left for the Bishops to call upon the clergy to 
take this opinion but if they do not choose to 
act in this way that of course would set the 
clergy in that diocese perfectly free from obedi- 
ence to that opinion. The clergy may very 
i ‘my bishop does not 
call upon me to obey this opinion, therefore ! 
am not bound by it.’ ” 


Now, my Lords, what does that mean ? 
It means that, instead of the opinions of 
the two Archbishops being taken and_re- 
cognised as binding morally upon the 
clergy, the words are practically only a 
phrase and simply carry with them moral 
authority where and when a particular 
Bishop in a particular diocese chooses to 
enforce it. I venture to say that that 
entirely and absolutely gives away the 
whole case and the whole reason for this 
tribunal ; it is not a legal tribunal, but it 
was supposed to have some moral author- 
ity. The opinion of the two Archbishops 
was supposed to be, not their individual 
opinion as Archbishops, but their opinion 
as the ecclesiastical superiors in the 
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Church of England. I, perhaps, have 
spoken somewhat strongly upon this point, 
but I have not spoken one word more 
strongly than did the late Archbishop 
Benson. No doubt many of your Lord- 
ships have read that very interesting life 
which has been published of him by his 
son, and in that book you will find Bishop 
Westcott’s recollections of Archbishop 
Benson (Vol. xi., p. 697). Speaking of the 
opinion of Archbishop Benson, Bishop 
Westcott says— 

“He thought the Bishops were becoming 

ministers of a diocese and not of a chureh. 
‘Diocesanisin,’ he said, ‘is a new form of 
dissent, as virulent as congregationalism, and 
more.’ ” 
While I deplore the language of the most 
rev. Prelate I still more deplore the 
consequences which it has produced. The 
Archbishops’ advice has been gratefully 
accepted by the sacerdotal Bishops. It 
was not likely that the right rev. Prelate 
the Bishop of Lincoln would have cared, 
even if sach words had not been spoken, 
to obey this opinion, for, within a fort- 
night of a unanimous decision of the 
Lambeth Conference forbidding the use 
of incense and processional lights he 
preached at what was advertised as High 
Mass at St. Mary Magdalen, Paddington. 
The Duily News, speaking of that service, 
said— 

“Tt may be remarked without ‘prejudice 
that anyone who had witnessed High Mass in 
a Roman Catholie Chureh might well—what 
with the wearing of eucharistic vestments by 
the officiating clergy, the proceedings at the 
altar, the bell at consecration, the elevation 
of the host, the lights and the ceremonial use 
of incense—have imagined that he was in a 
Roman place of worship but for the employ- 
ment ot the English tongue instead of the 
Latin.” 

Since the opinion of the Archbishops was 
published what has happened? Why, 
incense is used in the different dioceses 
throughout England just as it was before. 
In London to-day it is used in twenty-five 
churches. At Perivale a clergyman says 
he is permitted to use it before and after 
service with the Bishop’s permission and 
“non-ceremonial use ” during the service. 
In the diocese of Chester—I am quoting 
from the Church Times of 13th October, 
1899—a vicar, acting in accordance with 
the Bishop’s advice, proposes in future to 
use incense during the singing of the 
hymn immediately preceding the service 
of Holy Communion; and in the Exeter 
Diocese the vicar of St. John, Sutton, in- 


formed the Bishop that he would confine | 


{16 Juty 1900} 
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the use of incense to High Mass. I have 
touched as cursorily as I could upon these 
various matters. But, as Mr. Balfour 
said in the other House, in his speech on 
the Church Discipline Bill, ‘“ What we 
object to, after all, is not solely or mainly 
aberrations of ritual.” ‘I think,” he 
said, “that every member of the English 
Church has a right to have a service in 
harmony with the spirit of the Prayer- 
book.” I should like to know if any one 
of the Bishops that I see opposite me this 
evening has called effectively upon his 
clergy to give up reservation. I do not 
believe there is one. I now come to a 
point which to my mind is one of prin- 
ciple. ‘The questions of incense and _pro- 
cessional lights are net in themselves 
important ones. They are only important 
as proving what I allude to in my notice 
as the continued lawlessness in the 
Church of England. I now come to a 
very much more serious matter—one 
which strikes at the root of the real 
difference between the. English Church 
and the Church of Rome—i mean Holy 
Communion taking place in cases in 
which no one communicates except the 
priest. On this point the rubric says— 

“ And there shall be no celebration of the 
Lord’s Supper except there be a convenient 
number to communicate with the priest, and, 
if there be not above twenty persons in the 
parish of discretion to receive the communion, 
yet there shall be no communion except four, 
or three at least, communicate with the priest.” 
The rubric is definite, distinct, and 
absolute on the pvint. You will find 
exactly the same teaching running 
through the other rubrics— 

“ The priest shall then place on the table so 
much bread and wine as he shall think suffi- 


cient. At the time of the celebration of the 
communion, the communicants being con- 


veniently placed for the receiving of the Holy 
Sacrament.” 
And again— 

“Then the priest shall say to them that 
come to receive the Holy Communion.” 
And again— 

“Then shall this general confession be made 

in the name of all them that are minded to 
receive the Holy Communion.” 
In view of the manner in which some of 
the earlier Prayer-books have been quoted 
/as more particularly representing the true 
and proper foundation of the Catholic 
faith, it is curious to remember that in 
the first Prayer-book of Edward VI. we 
find the direction— 

“ Then so many as shall be partakers of the 
Holy Communion shall tarry still in the quire ; 


\ 
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all other that mind not to receive the said 
Holy Communion shall depart out of the quire.” 
The second Prayer-book of Edward VI. 
omitted this, perhaps because the con- 
gregation was no longer invited to come 
into the choir to deposit alms in the box 
which used to stand near the altar, or 
perhaps because a rubric was then first 
introduced directing that the table at the 
time of the communion should stand in 
the body of the church. Be that as it 
may the following words were added to 
the form of exhortation to be said “at 
certain times ”— 


“As whereas ye offend God so sore in refus- | 
ing this Holy Banquet I admonish, exhort, and | 
beseech you that ye will not add any more, | 


which thing ye shall do if ye stand by 
as gazers and lookers on them that do com- 
municate, and be no partakers of the same 
yourselves. For what thing can this be 
accounted else than a further contempt and 
unkindness towards (od ?” 


With regard to the present Prayer-hbook 
the Lord Bishop of London, in a charge 
delivered at St. Paul’s Cathedral on 
21st February of this year, said— 


“The point I wish to emphasise is that the | 


object of the Church of England at the 
Reformation was to turn the Mass into a Com- 
munion. If there are to be no communicants 


at mid-day, then it is difficult to avoid some- | 


thing which looks perilously like ‘turning the 
Communion into Mass.’” 


He also said — 
“Tt is this which creates suspicion and puts 


a hindrance in the way of many who are | 


honestly trying to adapt the services of the 
Church to the changed circumstances of 
modern life.” 


How are those views carried out in the | 


right rev. Prelate’s own diocese? Between 


31st March and 7th May there were in | 
the diocese of London fifty churches that | 


disobeyed the Rubric, twenty-five having 
midday Communions without any com- 


municants except the priest, fifteen with | 
only one communicant, and ten with only | 


two communicants. One cannot be too 


careful in these matters to be able as one | 
_ Of these | 
fifty churches that disobey the Rubric six | 


goes along to verify every fact. 


were visited yesterday, and in those six 


churches—St. Clement's, City Road ; St. | 


Michael’s, Shoreditch ; St. Augustine’s, 
Stepney; St.  Cuthbert’s, Philbeach 
Gardens ; St. John the Baptist, Holland 
Road ; and St. Alban’s, Holborn—there 
were Communions, but there was not one 
single communicant except the priest. | 
A very curious thing happened at St. | 
Augustine’s, Stepney. At that church | 
The Earl of Portsmouth. 
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|the clergyman took his sermon from 
'the apocryphal book  Ecclesiasticus, 
|chapter 50, verse 10, and said that as 
| God’s representative he could perform the 
‘holy Mass, that he alone could make 
Christ really present in the elements, that 
| he alone could give absolution for sin, and 
'declared confession to be necessary. I 
think the instances I have quoted are 
| indicative of 'a very serious condition of 
_affairs. But before I leave this point I 
| cannot omit to notice a resolution which 
| was passed unanimously by the members 
| of the English Church Union, in which 
they, in precise, clear, and definite words, 
pronounce their devotion and adherence 
to the doctrine of transubstantiation. 
The resolution was as follows— 

“We, the members of the English Church 
Union, holding fast to the faith and teaching 
of the one Holy Catholic and Apostolie Chureh 
—that in the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper 
| the bread and wine, through the operation of 
| the Holy Ghost, become, in and by conseera- 
| tion, according to our Lord’s iistitution, verily 
and indeed the body and blood of Christ, and 
that Christ our Lord, present in the same most 
Holy Sacrament of the altar under the form of 
bread and wine, is to be worshipped and 
| adored—desire, in view of present cireum- 
stances, to reatlirm, in accordance with the 
teaching of the Church, our belief in this 
verity of the Christian faith, and to declare 
| that we shall abide by all such teaching and 
practice as follow from this doctrine of the 
whole Catholie Church of Christ.” 

There can be no doubt from those words 
that a certain body of self-constituted 
| persons in the Church of England dis- 
tinctly claim the right to define the 
doctrines and the teaching of the Church 
of England. I do not speak for any one 
section of the Church ; but it is obvious 
that if any one section of the Church or 
body are permitted with impunity to 
make their own special declaration of 
what these doctrines are, and to give 
effect to them by particular services, 
the condition of the Church of 
England must be anarchical, and_ that 
the existence of the established position 
of the Church of England must 
cease. I have confined myself only to 
those points in which the offending clergy 
have disobeyed both the law of the land 
andthe moralauthority of the Archbishops, 
|and of their ecclesiastical superiors. I 
hope, my Lords, that I have treated 


‘sacred matters—for indeed they are 
| sacred matters — with the reverent 


reserve they should command. But I 
cannot understand the frame of mind 
which induces men to claim respect for 
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their position and to retain office when 
they repudiate all lawful and moral 
authority. I do not fail to appreciate 
the devoted lives and noble self-denial of 
these men—their devoted lives speak 
with special force to many, for the 
tendency is, perbaps, to make too little 
of personal religion and to make the 
Church of primary instead of secondary 
importance—but, when all is said, the 
Church is not a club or an association 
of Christian gentlemen for moral and 
social improvement. The whole basis of 
the Church of England as an established 
Church depends upon law, and the clergy- 
man, unlike those of any other Church, 
holds his living as a freehold. If a 
Roman Catholic priest refuses to submit 
to lawful authority he can practically be 
unfrocked, because he can be forbidden to 
say Mass. If a minister of one of the 
Free Churches refuses to carry out the 
conditions under which his chapel is held 
he is liable for a breach of trust, and also 
to the legal penalties of the Court of 
Chancery. I wish to treat the Roman 
Catholic doctrines and faith with all the 
respect they deserve. But Roman Catho- 
lic doctrines and practices, without Roman 
Catholic discipline, and under the prestige 
and protection of a Protestant Established 
Church, is, I maintain, incapable of either 
respect or of apology. Those who wish 
to see the law maintained do not ask 
from the clergy of the Established Church 
any ideal standard ; they only ask that 
they shall be prevented from retaining 
oftice the conaitions attached to which 
they refuse to obey. Those conditions 
are not narrow or restricted. The 
English Prayer-book is not inquisitorial. 
It does not seek to define the spirit or 
the sense in which the communicants 
receive Holy Communion. It only 
stipulates that the service shall be per- 
formed in a_ prescribed way. It is a 
liberal and a comprehensive compromise. 
The Prayer-book, interpreted by the 
highest tribunal of the realm, must be 
and can be the only basis of authority 
in the Established Church, and those 
who decline to accept that compromise 
ought to make up their minds, or 
have their minds made up for them 
by others, to go elsewhere. The 
resolution of 10th May, 1899, which was 
moved by my noble and learned friend 


the Master of the Rolls (Lord Alverstone) , 


if the efforts of the 
speedily 


admitted that 
Bishops were not 
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| further legislation would be required “ to 


maintain the observance of the existing 
laws of Church and Realm.” Since the 
passing of that resolution the Bishops 
have failed, as indeed, my Lords, if their 
hearts had been in it, they would have 
been bound to fail. It is all very well to 
talk about fatherly advice, but what is 
the use of fatherly advice without parental 
control? During the progress of the 
Church Patronage Bill in this House the 
noble Marquess suggested that a fund 
should be applicable to proceedings 
against clergy in cases of gross disobedi- 
ence to the law. The most rev. Prelate 
said he never could agree to that, because 
the funds were applicable to the poorer 
clergy and he referred to the straitened 
circumstances of those clergy. What is 
the position of the Bishops in this matter ? 
The Bishops are not rich men; they are 
not in receipt cf incomes which, consider- 
ing the enormous claims upon them, leave 
any margin. They cannot institute costly 
legal proceedings, and these clergymen 
know that under the existing state of the 
law the Bishops have no coercive power. 
They, therefore, carry on their practices 
with impunity. But since the passing of 
the resolution in the House of Commons 
the Protestant laity have grown into an 
organised and determined party, with 
just that touch of fanaticism which is so 
cond icive, judging by experience, to 
political results ; although the war may 
have absorbed the attention of the 
London press and of certain classes, the 
middle classes and the working men in 
the north and in all the great towns feel 
very deeply upon this subject, and are 
not prepared to allow their patriotic zeal 
in supporting Her Majesty's Government 
against the enemies of this country 
abroad to be utilised, if | may so express 
it, as a political expedient for cheating 
them out of promised legislation. Knowing 
as I do these organisations in the north, 
I should regret it if this matter is allowed 
to pass out of the hands of a responsible 
Government. I hope, therefore, that the 
noble Marquess will be able to give some 
assurance that a practical measure will be 
introduced and carried through _ this 
House with the sole object of making the 
clergy obey the law. 


THE LorpD ARCHBISHOP OF CANTER- 
BURY: My Lords, it is, no doubt, per- 
fectly true that the opinions of the Arch- 
bishops, communicated through the 
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Bishops to the clergy, have not been so 
speedily obeyed as might have been ex- 
pected before those opinions were given ; 
but, at the same time, I must remind the 
House that this is not the first time that 
Ihave prayed your Lordships to remem- 
ber the difficulties of dealing with such 
matters as these, where men’s consciences 
are so very much strained, where men 
feel so very strongly, and where it is ex- 
ceedingly ditticult for men to change the 
course that they had previously pursued, 
and very difficult indeed for them to dis- 
sever themselves from those with whom 
they have previously acted. And I have 
urged before, as I must urge again, that 
in such matters it is really necessary, 
unless you would do most serious in- 
justice, to be patient in dealing with 
offenders of this kind, who are perplexed 
by the position in which they find them- 
selves, who very largely indeed really 
desire to obey the voice of authority, but 
who, at the same time, are held back by 
very natural feelings and by the belief 
that practices which they have pursued 
are really within the law of the Church. 
The Archbishops gave an opinion on 
the question of the use of incense. I do 
not suppose that any of the Bishops, or 
the Archbishops themselves, at all ex- 
pected that in every single instance the 
clergyinen would immediate ly obey. I 
do not suppose, indeed, that the Bishops 
expected that there would be such an 
approach to obedience as has been actually 
made. I confess, and I said it before any- 
thing of this sort occurred, that I expested 
that there would be some who would 
stand out against everything that we 
could say upon the matter; and I urged 
that we ought to allow time for what was 
said to operate on their minds, and that 
I believed that if patience were practised 
in this way we might save the Church of 
England from the great disaster of the 
disruption of the whole body. I repeat, 
that the opinions expressed in regard to 
incense have been very largely followed. 
It is not the case that those opinions of 
the Archbishops have been disregarded 
by the clergy altogether. It is not the 
case that they have been disregarded even 
by a majority of those who previously 
continued in this practice. The great 
majority have already conformed to what 
the Bishops have urged upon them, and 
this is exactly what we hoped. I have 


no doubt at all that in the course of time 
we shall succeed in bringing all 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 


these 
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‘clergymen to understand that what 
we are asking them fo do is to 
submit to the law of the Church 


to which they belong, and that we 
are not asking them to give up anything 
that is permitted by that law. The 
opinions on the question of reservation 
have not yet had time to take possession 
of men’s minds in the same degree. There 
are, I have no doubt, still a great many 
who practise what, in our judgment, we 
pronounced to be outside the law ; but we 
receive expressions of opinion on all hands, 
even from those who are really disturbed 
in mind upon the matter, which indicate 
that by giving a little more time we shall 
succeed in very largely altering these 
practices also ; and I do not think it would 
be well for the Church if any violent 
means were used at the present time to 
compel obedience, instead of winning it 
by quiet and steady perseverance. It is 
true, of course, that there are great 
(liversities of opinion in the Church. It 
is true that there are men whose opinions 
on the subject of Holy Communion go 
very far in the direction of the Roman 
Catholic doctrine. But even those who 
signed the declaration which was pub- 
lished the other day would, as far as | 
believe, with but very few exceptions, 
repudiate altogether the Roman Catholie 
doctrine of transubstantiation, and would 
declare that they do not mean that and 


do not intend to teach it. And, 
my Lords, it must always be borne 
in mind that these questions are 


very often very difficult to handle, 
and that it is quite possible to mistake 
men’s meaning when you are dealing with 
the words which they use. The quotations 
which the noble Earl has given us seem 
very near to the Roman doctrine —and yet 
those who know the subject well can see a 
distinction, and the distinction is real and 
deep—and it is quite certain that the body 
of the clergy of the Church of England do 
not hold, and are not prepared to hold, 
and will not hold the Roman doctrine in 
this matter. Further, it must be remem- 
bered that in regard to the administration 
of the rubrics, it is very often very 
ditficult now to do what would have been 
comparatively easy two hundred years 
ago, When it was the practice for no one 
to come to the Holy Communion without 
previously giving notice to the priests in 
accordance to the rubric. It was very 
easy for the priest to pass over the 


occasion when he found there was not 
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4 sufficient number to communicate with / 


him. But that practice has quite passed 
out of use, and it constantly happens that 
the priest, expecting to find a number of 
communicants ready to receive with him, 
finds that, by accident, they are not there. 
| donot mean to deny that there are those 
who disregard the rubric entirely. The 
case has not, as your Lordships know, 


come before me for an opinion. I have 
not heard it argued. I have no 
doubt at all that the Church 


of England does not allow solitary 
communion by the priest, and wherever I 
have had an opportunity to know of it I 
have always interfered to put a stop to 
it. Whenever I have had oczasion to in- 
terfere in this way I have always been 
obeyed hitherto. I think I may fairly 
ask your Lordships to pause a little in 
the handling of so serious, delicate, 
and difficult a matter. The Bishops, | 
can assure you, are quite in earnest, but 
they are bound—the Church at large 
would hokl them to be bound, I am quite 
sure every one of your Lordships on re- 
flection would hold them to be bound— 
to do their very utmost in the way of 
conciliation before recourse is had to any 
legislation on the subject. I, for my 
part, am quite ready, in my own diocese, 
toallow of the prosecution of any clergy- 


man who disregards the opinions 
which I have expressed in re- 
ference to the matters which have 


heen argued before me, and let it go to 
the furthest limit that it can go. But the 
noble Earl has himself pointed out that 
it is not the business of the Bishops to 
prosecute. It is the the 
Bishops to do all they can as Fathers in 
God to win their clergy over to the path 
marked out for them by the formularies 
of the Church. Nor am I prepared to 
question that, in many cases, those who 
keep within the formularies of the Church, 
as interpreted by the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council, still would be held 
by the great majority of the adherents of 
the noble Earl as altogether offending 
against the Church’s law. It must not 
be forgotten that the great question as to 
the character of the Holy Communion, 
which was argued in the case of Mr. 
Bennett, of Frome, was decided in favour 
of refusing to condemn language of a 
strong nature which spoke of believing, 
and teaching others to believe, that the 


business of 
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THe Eart or PORTSMOUTH : I did 
not refer to that case. The case I referred 
to was that of Mr. Ridsdale, tried by 
Lord Penzance. 


Tue Arcupisnor oF CANTERBURY : 
I was careful to note that fact. I did not 
say that the noble Earl referred to that 
case. I particularly remarked that he did 
not refer to it, which I thought rather 
indicated that he was a little afraid of 
referring to it, because the effect of that 
case has been really to give the impression 
that a great deal is authorised in the 
Church of England which has not been 
really authorised, although the inference 
is so exceedingly natural. In that case 
the Privy Council went to the utmost 
length of giving liberty to the teaching 
of doctrine which they themselves ac- 
knowledge was not the teaching that 
was naturally to be drawn from the for- 
mularies of the Church, but which they 
said they could not condemn because the 
Church had nowhere forbidden the hold- 
ing or teaching of it. My Lords, I 
certainly believe that of all things Parlia- 
ment could do there is hardly anything 
which would be more disastrous to the 
Church than to legislate upon the doctrine 
of the Church, and set aside such a decision 
as that given by the authority which the 
noble Earl has again and again declared 
to be the highest authority for deciding 
what the doctrine of the Church really is. 
My Lords, I maintain that whatever we 
are to do we ought at any rate to take 
care that we do not narrow the Church of 
England. She rests upon the right and 
the duty of private judgment which 
requires that men shall conscientiously 
accept her teaching. It is based upon 
the supposition that men _ shall 
think for themselves. You cannot have 
a Church where the basis is of this cha- 
racter, and, at the same time, say that 
divergence of opinion is not to be allowed. 
The one inevitably follows from the other. 
There must be a wide divergence of 
opinion if the Church of England is to 
hold her place. The great decisions in 
the Gorham case long ago, and in the 
Bennett case at a later date, marked the 
character of the supreme tribunal to 
which these matters have been referred, 
and in both cases the supreme tribunal 


-has pronounced in favour of the very 


Lord was Himself present in the conse- | 


crated elements of the Holy Communion. 


widest liberty; and to say, after 
those decisions, that men are not to 
accept the liberty thus opened before 
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them is altogether inconsistent with believe it to be my duty to practise. | 


the position which any party in the 
Church of England has a right to claim. 
I believe that, if you will leave this matter 
in the hands of the Bishops, in course of 
time we shall be able so to deal with it 
as to keep the Church of England one 
Church, and at the same time quietly to 
get rid of any of those irregularities of 
which so much complaint is made. In the 
decisions I have had to give I do not think 
anyone can say that there has been any 
unwillingness on my part to pronounce 
decidedly where a decided pronounce- 
ment seemed to be my duty ; nor shall I 
hesitate if any similar cases come before 
me. But I am acting under the authority 
of the Prayer-book, which distinctly im- 
poses upon the Archbishop the duty of 
deciding on these points of ritual, and, in 
accordance with that declaration in the 
Prayer-book, I have undertaken to hear 
such cases and decide them to the best of 
my ability. I know the Prayer-book 
gives me no power to coerce. I know 
perfectly well that the Prayer-book does 
not constitute the Archbishop or the two 
Archbishops a court with power to 
punish. 1 know all I can do is simply to 
declare what, in my opinion, having been 
entrusted by the Book of Common 
Prayer with the duty of forming an 
opinion—what, in my opinion, is within 
the Church’s law or outside it ; and you 
may depend upon it that the Bishops will 
not shrink from their duty in this matter. 
The noble Earl complained that I spoke 
to a deputation that waited upon me as if 
I had not the power to give directions to 
clergy outside my own diocese. I did so 
because it is the law. The clergy outside 
my diocese are responsible to their own 
Bishops, and it certainly would not be 
within the limits of the jurisdiction of an 
Archbishop to step in between a Bishop 
and his clergy and to give orders which 
they are to obey, whether the Bishop 
required it or not. I have carefully 
kept within the law. It may be 
that, in my desire to  conciliate, 
some may think [ did wrong. The noble 
Earl thinks I did wrong in listening to 
the deputation at all, inasmuch as they 
used language which, perhaps, was hardly 
consistent with their position and with 
my position. But, my Lords, whatever I 
might think of the language they used, I 
thought that to receive them and explain 
to them anything that wanted explaining 
was part of that conciliation which | 
The Archbishop of Canterbury. 


will only add to all this that I am con- 
fident that if Parliament will allow us 
to deal with this matter as Bishops of 
the Church we shall be able to do, 
quietly but perhaps not so rapidly as 
many would desire, all that it is really 
necessary should be done. With this 
assurance to your Lordships, I can but 
hope that the noble Marquess will not 
hold out anything which will make it 
more difficult than it is at present to 
deal with those who are good men, con- 
scientious men, and devoted men, and, 
although they are mistaken men, yet 
deserve that kind of handling which 
ought to be given to men of such high 
religious character and of such devoted 
service. 


THE Eart or CRANBROOK: My 
Lords, may I be permitted, as a loyal and 
obedient son of the Church, who is not a 
member of any association, union, or 
league, to say a few words. on this 
question? Last year I took the oppor- 
tunity of joining in an address to the 
Bishops begging them to use their fatherly 
counsel with a view to bringing to an end 
the difficulties which had arisen in the 
Church, and I have to thank the two 
Archbishops for the care, diligence, and 
skill with which they discharged the duty 
which the Prayer-book imposes upon them 
in this connection. No one, I think, can 
doubt that the conclusions at which they 
have arrived are correct in accordance 
with the teaching of the rubrics of the 
Book of Common Prayer. It is very 
easy when people are trying patiently to 
undo a knot, and are doing it with a view 
to the saving and continuance, so to 
speak, of the string, to rush in and say— 
“Take my knife, cut this knot, and bring 
this thing to an end.” We have had 
experience from the Public Worship 
Act and from other Acts that you do not 
so easily and so speedily cut the knot as 
you suppose. For my part I am quite 
ready to hand over to the Bishops that for 
which they are responsible. These societies 
of which the noble Earl has spoken do 
not represent the great body of the laity 
of the Church of England. The Church 
of England is doing a great work, and a 
work which no one who is not well 
acquainted with it can imagine. It was 
shown in the official year-book of the 
Church of England that last year over 
£7,000,000 was raised for the purposes of 
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the Church ; and while all this is going 
on an attempt is being made to prove that 
there is a great crisis in the Church. The 
Church Missionary Society has done 
magnificent work the world over, and one 
cannot but regret that this debate is 
taking place at a time when we hear of 
most “inhuman proceedings in China in 

which missionaries of the Church of 
England have suffered. I am sure my 
noble friends who are members of the 
Roman Catholic Church will not feel that 
I am saying anything against them or 
their creed when I say that the religion 
of the Church of England is, after all, a 
reformed Catholic religion; and the 
attempt—if anyone is making the attempt 
—abhsolutely to reconcile the two is 
wholly impossible of success. Although 
Archbishop Tait was largely instrumental 
in carrying the Public Worship Act, how 
did he proceed in his later years? Was 
he so desirous of rushing into litigation, 
or of letting those under him rush into 
litigation ? We know that in order to 
see the work that was being carried on he 
visited one parish where very extreme 
views were adopted. He found that the 
people were calling the priest ‘“ Father,” 
and were living in accordance with the 
principles he had enjoined upon them, 
and he would not allow a prosecution. 
Can it be wondered at that when the 
Bishops see the enormous good that is 
being done in many of these cases they 
endeavour to conciliate rather than rush 
into court? I pray your Lordships not 
to listen to any idea of bringing about 
fresh complications by new courts and 
new proceedings, or of the introduction of 
Bills which will create confusion, diftticul- 
ties, and complications, the extent of 
which it is hardly possible to imagine. 
Let us leave the matter to those whom we 
have put in authority. Let us all, and 
especially the clergy, bind ourselves to 
submit to the law we have undertaken to 
support. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp SEC- 
RETARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY) : 
My Lords, [ should not have ventured to 
intervene in this debate if the noble Lord 
had not put my name in his question. It 
appears to me that the reference which he 
has made is one of a very unusual and 
inconvenient character. The resolution 


to which he refers was passed by the 
and he asks us 


House of Commons, 
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whether we are going to put it into effect. 
I have no doubt that the House of Com- 
mons will be very much obliged to the 
noble Earl for the lifting hand which he 
has given to it, but I think the House of 
Commons is quite eapable of looking after 
its own affairs. It this resolution is, as 
he thinks, a pledge for future legislation, 
he may be quite certain that in that 
House men will be found who will press 
that necessity. The resolution is as 
follows— 

“That this House, while not prepared to 
accept a measure which creates fresh offences 
and ignores the authority of the Bishops in 
maintaining discipline in the Church, is of 
opinion that if the efforts now being made by 
the Archbishops and Bishops to secure due 
discipline are not speedily effectual further 
faciutatioon will be required to obtain the obser- 
vance of the existing law of the Church and 
Realm.” 

I understand the noble Earl to contend 
that the contingency foreseen by the reso- 
lution has oce wurred, and that the measures 
of the Archbishops and Bishops to secure 
the obedience of the clergy are not 
effectual. It all depends upon the defi- 
nition of that word “speedily.” This 
resolution was passed in the May of last 
year. The time has been occupied since 
then by the Archbishops in determining 
two or three of the most burning ques- 
tions which separate members of the 
Church ; and it is physically impossible 
that the alteration of practices which the 
authors of this resolution had in view 
should have taken place at so early a 
date. I have gladly asked the Arch- 
bishop to take the first place in the 
debate, because I not only demur to the 
particular form which the neble Earl has 
selected, but also because I do not admit 
that the secular and political authority 
is the kind of authority which deals most 
fitly with such a matter as this. We 
have heard the most eloquent and 
the most instructive language of 
the most rev. Prelate, and it is 
upon him that the — responsibility 
falls of inducing his clergy to obey what 
he conceives to be the law of the Church 
of England. It is certainly not a matter 
of political jurisdiction, and I should 
very much deplore the day on which our 
separations in political matters should 
be in any degree reflected in our manner 
of proceeding im reference to matters of 
conflict in the Church. I cannot imagine 
anything that would be more injurious 
to our politics or more corrupting to our 
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religion. That being the case, how are 
we to determine the meaning of this 
word “speedily ”? How are we to de- 
termine whether the efforts of the Arch- 


bishops and Bishops have or have not) 
been effectual during the twelve or thir- , 
teen months in which they have been | 
that | 
suggests itself to me is that. their testi- | 
mony is a most essential point. Do | 


The first consideration 


applied ¢ 


they tell us that their efforts have not 
been effectual ? 
the most rev. Prelate. 
on the first question raised he has had a 


large andan increasing measure of success ; | 


and he does not doubt that on the other 
questions, which have been considered at 
a later date, he shall be quite as success- 
ful in his endeavour to induce the clergy 
to accept his persuasive ruling. 
no use concealing from yourselves this 
fact, that either you must provide 
machinery and agents which can persuade 
the clergy to obey, or you must under- 
take the effort of forcing them by all the 
mechanism that litigation can place at 
your command. It is needless to point 
out to you how much bitterness, how 
much danger to the Church of England 
any undue encouragement of litigation 
would cause. But it is not only that. It 
isan ineffectual process. The noble Ear] 
denounced with great effectiveness the 
protest made by the English Church 
Union. I am not here to praise or 
to blame that utterance. In 
am afraid I have not read it. But 
be it good or be it bad your legislation 
would be utterly powerless in the matter. 
Any number of gentlemen may gather 
together and ¢all themselves the English 
Church Union, and may pass resolutions on 
any subject, human or divine, and there 


is nothing in our law or Constitution to | 
many | 


them. So it is with 
other matters. I hear a great denuncia- 
tion of the Confessional—I have ex- 
pressed my opinion on more than one 
oceasion in this House upon that question 
—but you cannot stop it by legislation. 
If A tells Ins secrets to B, nothing you 
can put in the Statute-hook would give 
the slightest hope of preventing him from 
doing it. If you trust to litigation you 
have avery poor prospect before you. It | 
will lead to a very stormy time. Many 
evil passions will be aroused ; many good 
works will be stopped, and much com- | 
bined effort for the advancement of the | 
community in morality and religion will | 
The Marquess of Sulisbury. 
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You have listened to | 
He tells you that | 
| have shown themselves unreasonable or 


It is of | 


fact, I 
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be arrested. If you depend on this iti. 
gation, that must be the fate yon 
will meet, and therefore it is that 
I am in favour not of giving to 
the adverb “speedily” an interpreta- 
tion which is absurdly violent, as the 
noble Earl has done. I should rather 
strain the matter in the opposite direc. 
tion, and exercise the utmost possible 
patience, in order that by persuasion, 
and by all arts other than those which 
depend upon litigation, the Bishops might 
gradually induce those of the clergy who 


recalcitrant to conform to the general 
spirit and the general formularies of the 
Church of England. I have no doubt 
that they will succeed. On the other 
hand, I have no doubt that that success 
will be seriously marred if you attempt, 
by the rough processes of litigation, to 
interfere with their action. It would be 
undoing their work. But if you accept 
the behef, which is sustained by all that 
they tell us of the consequences of the 
action which they are taking, I think 
everything in our past history and present 
experiences points to the fact that we 
shall reach without danger.and without 
any formidable disturbance a period of 
calm and progressive utility in the work 
of the Church of England. 


Viscount HALIFAX: My Lords, I 
have no desire to prolong the discussion, 
but after what has been said I do not 
think I ought to be altogether silent. It 
would be wasting your Lordships’ time to 
comment in any detail on the different 
statements made by the noble Earl who 
is responsible for this discussion. It is 
easy to make such statements if you 


assume ali the questions in dispute. 


Everyone is agreed that the law ought to 
be obeyed; the difficulty arises when 
there is grave doubt what the law is. 
The noble Earl used at one time to have 
some acquaintance with one who was then 
amongst the most distinguished clergy- 
men in the Church of England. No man 
could insist more strongly than Canon 
Liddon on the duty of 
to the legitimate exercise of  eecclesi- 


obedience 


astical authority, but the noble Earl 


knows, as well as I do, that Canon 
Liddon, as, indeed, he showed by his own 
conduct, would have rejected decisively 
the assumptions and the conclusions 
founded on those assumptions which 
make up the greater part of the noble 
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Earl's speech. 
fess an ideal regard for law in the case 
of others which is by no means so 
apparent in ourselves. But I think it is 
always a shock to discover that those 
who are so rigorous on precept and 
severe on cChastisement are themselves 
lamentably deficient in practice. I would 
ask the noble Earl whether it accords 
with any very genuine regard for law 
and religion to he associated with robbers 
of churches, and those who are respon- 
sible for the mutilation of the monuments 
of the dead and the disturbance of 
divine service. For myself, I think I 
should distrust a cause which numbers 


persons of that description amongst 
its supporters. These, however, are 


personal matters. The question is, 
what is the real value of the assertions of 
lawlessness or disregard of Episcopal 
authority that have been made in the 
course of this discussion? Sweeping 
statements as to general disobedience and 
jawlessness save a great deal of trouble, 
but they do not do much to promote an 
equitable judgment. I would invite your 
Lordships to come to particulars. As 
some of your Lordships may, perhaps, be 
aware, | have recently been engaged in 
an attempt to get representatives of 
various opinions in the Church to meet 
together in order to see if the differences 
which divide them are really as great as 
they seem, and whether a grea: deal 
might not be done by mutual explanation 
to mitigate these differences, if not to re- 
move them. I madeasimilar attempt in 
IS74, when we had another of these 
periodical crises in ecclesiastical affairs, 
which make a stir at the time, but which 
leave so little trace behind them. It was 
at the time when the Public Worship 
Regulation Act was being passed by the 
somewhat humorous combination, if you 
come to think of it, of Lord Beaconstield 
and Sir William Harcourt, Archbishop 
Tait and the Earl of Shaftesbury. It was 
a combination of very distinguished and 
remarkable men, but it was also one which 
shows that distinguished and remarkable 
men may sometimes make mistakes. That 
Act, like the Bills which have recently 
emanated from Liverpool, and like the 
motion of the noble Karl, was ostensibly 
brought forward only for the purpose of 
enforcing what was assumed to be the 
of the Church. It was pointed out that 
this was by no means a complete account 


of the measure, that it was in reality a 
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It is not difficult to pro- | 
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measure directed against the represen- 
tatives of the entire Oxford Movement, 
and that if it passed it would either be 
practically inoperative, or productive of 
very serious mischief. Those remon- 
strances were not listened to, the 
Bill was passed, and the alleged 
illegalities of Canon Liddon and 
others were adduced as a reason for de- 
clining all the proposals for a conference 
in the interest of peace and a_ better 
understanding. What was the result? 
Several clergymen were sent to prison— 
one was shut up in Lancaster Castle for 
nearly two years—-at the instigation not 
of any aggrieved parishioner, but of out- 
siders; in one case of outsiders of 
notoriously bad character. Eventually 
the very court, disregard of whose de- 
cisions had constituted the offence for 
which these clergymen were imprisoned, 
discovered that the matters for which 
they had been sent to prison were 
almost all of them not offences at all, 
but matters covered by and in harmony 
with the directions of the Prayer- 
Is there no lesson very appli- 
cable to present circumstances here ? 
Practices which were said to make the 
Public Worship Regulation Act necessary 
and a conference impossible have turned 
out to be justified by the Prayer-book 
after all. Is it not extremely probable 
that the practices which the noble Earl 
alleges as a reason for Lis motion, and for 
the agitation which he thinks it his duty 
to promote, may also eventually be found 
to he in harmony with the Prayer-book 
and the teaching of the Church of Eng- 
land?) Sir John Kennaway, whom I am 
proud to call a friend of mine, evidently 
thinks so, and his opinion is entitled to 
consideration. Only last year, in a dis- 
cussion in the House of Commons on this 
very subject, he pointed out what diffi- 
culties the authors of the Liverpool Bills 
might be preparing for themselves by 
their proposed legislation. But, my 
Lords, the noble Earl will perhaps sav 
that he has not been talking about 
courts, but about Bishops, that it is 
not disobedience to the Judicial Com 
mittce of the Privy Council that he com- 
plains of, but disregard to the injunctions 
and opinions of the Kpiscopate. Now, 
my Lords, whatever may be the force of 
this appeal in itself, it is one which in the 
mouth of the noble Earl and_ his friends 
is strangely out of place. To begin with 
it is not to the Bishops as such that the 


he 0k. 
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noble Earl and his friends proclaim the 
duty of obedience. It is to Bishops only 
so long as they enforce particular deci- 
sions of particular courts to whom, 
according to the noble Earl and _ his 
friends, any obedience is due. You have 
only to read the organs in the Press 
which support the noble Earl, and the 
policy which is hecoming associated with 
his name, to see the amount of respect 
which he and hisfriends really have for the 
Episcopate. I was present not long ago at 
one of those large meetings in the Albert 
Hall, largely made up of members of 
different Nonconformist societies, over 
which the noble Earl is in the habit of 
presiding, and if I heard a great deal of 
fault found with myself, I was able to 
console myself with the reflection that a 
great deal more fault was found with the 
bishops. Only last Friday the chief 
organ of the party represented by the 
noble Earl, and which always gives every 
prominence to anything which either he 
or Mr. Kensit may say or do, stated 
that no good could be done till Parlia- 
ment had purged the present Episcopal 
Bench of half of its present occupants. 
We have heard of the application of 
Colonel Pride’s purge to the House of 
Commons. Now it appears we are to have 
a similar purge, only associated with the 
noble Earl’s name, applied to a section of 
your Lordships’ House. Advocates of 
such measures can hardly claim to be 
ardent supporters of the Episcopate, but 
though I find it impossible to take the 
noble Earl seriously when he professes a 
scrupulous regard for Episcopal and 
Ecclesiastical authority, there are others 
who have recently been speaking of the 
obedience due to Bishops whose utterances 
on the subject of obedience to Episcopal 
authority are entitled to every respect. 
For example, the Dean of Windsor, whom 
to know is to respect, the other day, in his 
place in Convocation, seemed to proclaim 
the duty of absolute obedience to the 
Episcopate under all circumstances and 
without any qualification. ‘“ Those,” he 
said, “ who had promised to obey their 
spiritual rulers could not be ab- 
solved from that promise by any 
view they might take as_ to 
what was the Catholic Faith.” Now, 
my Lords, I think statements of this sort 
require examination. I think their adop- 


tion would have landed us in not ineon- 
siderable difficulties in the past, and would 
land us in no inconsiderable difficulties in 


Viscount Halifax. 
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the present and future. To begin with, 
it is quite obvious that if they had been 
always accepted they would have made 
the Reformation in England impossible, 
In the next place, what would they have 
led to in our own experience? Not so 
very long ago a Bishop—and a very dis- 
tinguished Bishop too, both as a scholar 
anda schoolmaster—threatened to suspend 
the licence of any curate who preached in 
a surplice. The Bishop of Winchester of 
the day for sixteen years refused to 
ordain Mr. Keble’s curate for teaching, in 
regard to the Eucharist, what I should 
doubt ifasingle Bishop on the bench would 
venture to dispute now. My Lords, there 
is no authority in the world, even the 
most spiritual, which is not limited, and 
to talk of the absolute duty of obedience 
to Bishops or to anyone else, without any 
regard to the nature of the commands 
given, appears to me to be opposed to all 
the principles of right reason, sound 
theology, and altogether contrary to that 
spirit of rightful liberty and independence 
which characterises Englishmen. In 
another communion the assertion is some- 
times attempted that no one is to criticise 
anything any Bishop may say on any 
question touching faith or morals, hut it 
is a principle I certainly do not wish to 
see adopted amongst ourselves ; and yet, 
my Lords, we hear things said about 
Episcopal authority which show that there 
is some danger of it. Only the other day 
I was told by a most distinguished 
member of the London press—a great 
Radical, by the bye—that the real 
object of the Bishops’ seats in the House 
of Lords was that they should be able to 
tell your Lordships what were the moral 
aspects of such a war as that now being 
waged in South Africa, and to direct us 
to right conclusions on the subject. 
Again, only last week a distinguished 
member of the Canterbury Convocation 
declared—I do not remember his exact 
words, but this was the effect of them— 
that it was an indecency for a combina- 
tion of laity and clergy to state in regard 
to existing controversies what they had 
always been taught, and what they be- 
lieve. I can only say that I cannot agree 
with such opinions. I think the lay 
members of your Lordships’ House are 
quite as well qualified as the Archbishop 
of Canterbury himself to judge of the 
moral aspects of this or any other 
war, and I also think it a strange 
way of encouraging an __ intelligent 
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interest in Church matters amongst the 
laity, which is said to be so desirable, to 
tell them that they are on no account to 
presume to express an opinion as to their 
faith. Though it is quite true that the 
Bishops and the synods of the Church are 
indeed the guardians of the faith and 
practice of the Church, I do not know 
that their spiritual office gives them any 
special qualification for the interpretation 
of Acts of Parliament, even if those Acts 
be Acts of uniformity. Upon such sub- 
jects we are all entitled to our own 
opinions. ‘This brings me to the question 
of the recent declaration on Eucharistic 
doctrine, which, amongst other things, is, 
I am aware, responsible for much that has 
been said to-day. Now, my Lords, that 
declaration is theologically identical with 
the statements drawn up by Dr. Pusey for 
Mr. Bennett when the latter was prose- 
cuted by the party which is represented 
by the noble Earl who introduced this 
discussion. As your Lordships are aware, 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council did not venture to say that that 
statement was inconsistent with the for- 
mularies of the Church of England. Does 
the noble Earl accept that decision of the 
Judicial Committee or does he not! If 
he does, how does he justify all that he 
and his friends go about the country 
saying of the disloyalty and faithless- 
ness to solemn obligations of such as my- 
self and others ? if he does not, how 
does he differ, on his own showing, 
from those whe, like myself, are 
unable to recognise the competency 
of a court like the Judicial Com- 
mittee to declare the doctrine and 
the ritual of the Church of - England ? 
So far as the noble Earl is concerned I 
might stop here, but [ have no wish to 
shelter myself under any technicalities. 
The Bishops and the synods are the real 
guardians of the faith of the Church. 
Will the Archbishops and the Bishops 
collectively say that the Declaration, for 
the issuing of which Iam, no doubt, to 
some extent responsible, is inconsistent 
with that Catholie belief which we profess 
every time we recite the Creeds ?° If they 
will say so clearly and uninistakably, and 
with all due formality, they will certainly 
relieve themselves from any future trouble 
at the hands of the so-called Ritualists. 
As far as they are concerned there 
will then be peace. Whether — it 
will be that sort of peace of which it 
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appellant, I will not stop to inquire. But 
if the archbishops and bishops decline to 
make any such statements, if they know, 
as they do, that such a statement cannot 
be made, then, my Lords, let us at least 
hear no more of these charges of dis- 
obedience, false doctrine, and di:loyalty 
to the Church that give their only point 
to the speeches we have heard to-night. 
There is one other matter in connection 
with these accusations of lawlessness with 
which I must trouble your Lordships. 
The noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack, the other day, compared the conduct 
of those who thought it their duty to 
allege an impediment at the solemni- 
sation of the marriage of divorced per- 
sons in church with that of those who 
rendered themselves liable to imprison- 
ment for robbing churches and de- 
facing monuments. I think the noble 
and learned Lord said that the one class 
of persons were as much guilty of illegal 
brawling and indecent conduct as_ the 
other. It would be the height of pre- 
sumption in a layman unlearned in the 
law to differ on a legal matter with the 
Lord Chancellor of England, but what is 
such a layman to do when great legal 
luminaries themselves disagree? Your 
Lordships have recently welcomed into 
this House the very distinguished lawyer 
who is now Master of the Rolls. Lord 
Alverstone, when Sir Richard Webster, 
was formally consulted some time ago on 
the point in question, and gave his formal 
opinion—the opinion is dated 27th May, 
1895—as follows— 

“ We are of opinion that it is lawful for any 
person present in church... . to allege in 
response to the invitation of the priest any 
fact which he . . . believes, and has 
reasonable ground for believing to be a just 
cause or impediment toe the marriage either by 
God’s law or by the law of the Realm.” 

I will say no more on this subject, except 
that if Lord Alverstone’s opinion cannot 
be contradicted there is all the difference 
in the world between an act which is not 
illegal, which is not a statutable offence, 
and which is provided for by the rubries, 
and one which, as the Lord Chancellor 
told your Lordships the other day, sub- 
jects the perpetrators of it to Imprison- 
three months. My Lords, 
I will only say, in conclusion, that 
the policy advocated by the noble 
Karl who has provoked the discus- 
sion is a policy which, on the showing of 
those responsible for it, cannot rely on a 
sufficient support of members: of the 


B 


ment for 














35 Members of Local 


Church, but has to depend on the support 
of the Nonconformist bodies who are 
already making it a condition of their 
political support that the disestablishment 
of the Church shall be an open question. 
It is the policy of a party which seems 
incapable of ever learning anything by 
experience, which cannot rise above the 
most antiquated prejudices and the most 
illiberal opinions. It is the policy of the 
party who opposed Roman Catholic 
emancipation as long as it was possible to 
do so. It is the policy of those who now 
are unwilling to do justice to Roman 
Catholic claims in Ireland in regard to 
university education, who have always 
opposed, and who oppose now the repeal 
of those antiquated and illiberal religious 
disabilities imposedon the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland and the Lord Chancellor of 
England, which in the press laments over 
the number of Roman Catholic officers 
serving in South Africa, and which the 


other day ventured to find fault with 
Her Majesty the Queen for visiting 
Roman Catholic convents and charitable 


institutions in Ireland. It is the party 
whose members in Liverpool are 
as those who abuse the Pope and do not 
goto church. It is the party of religious 
exclusion and persecution. It is the 
party which has not the wit to see that 
religious belief, and the practices which 
flow from religious beliet, can never be 
put down by coercion, and that as things 
are, Whether we like it or not, the choice 
lies between au Wise and a lars 
honestly accepted in the hope t 
future time it may lead, as a 
toleration alway s does, to a greater meca- 
sure of agreement, or suchdrastic measures 


either bound to fail, or, if they 


known 


nat 


t 
} 
i 


toleration, 
- 


as are 


shi ud succeed, 


must necessarily des troy 


the great and unrivalled opportunities for 
good opening out before the Chutech aft 
inegland, and inevitably lead to dis- 


ruption and disaster. 


*Tne Lorp Bisnop or WINCHESTER : 





My Lords, I do not rise to makea speech 
nor should I intervene with «a single word 
but for two things; first, the statemen 
of the Prime Minister that he des l 
to be guided to some extent by th 
atistical and other facts whic! he 
Bishops could give as to what is being 
done, and secondly, the fact that t 
1 ble Karl, L ori I Portsmou: 5 is i resident 
in the diocese Winchester. The sig 
nificance of the secon] fact is this: t] 
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noble Earl has stated to-night in a_posi- 
tive and sweeping way that the Bishops’ 
efforts, if made at all, have been futile, 
and (to quote what I think is his phrase) 
that “things go on exactly as they did 
before.” Now I want to ask the noble 
Earl, instead of ranging so far afield for 
his instances, to take simply the diocese 
to which he belongs, and with which, 
presumably, he is best ac juainted, t is 
because it is his own diocese that I eal] 
his attention to it as an example of what 
is really happening. Uere then are the 
bare facts. About a year and a half ago[ 
sent to every incumbent in the diocese of 
Winchester—566 in number—a cireular 
letter, specifying certain points—I think 
they were twelve or thirteen in all on 
which ditficulty might arise in regard to 
ritual asked that where 
any ditticnity was felt in foliowing what 
seemed to me the law, 
should consult me about it without delay. 
[ received 176 replies, and have reason 
to know that these replies covered all 
the churches at which sueh difficulties 
_ To these | replied 
where in 


observance . | 


ine umbents 


or doubt did arise. 
severally, stating 
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it was 


my opinion 
“nary that ome chan 

should be effected, and this 
sufficient to satisfy all but fifteen incum- 


bets. With 
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belief there ts not now a church in the 
ee s avhieh 2 lofvrine tr} sitharit 
COCR which is defying ie Wtnori 
= Be nreact ’ ] 
I have endeavoured to exert i m he 
} ~~ £3 - + ave | ] 1 
prepared to say that in every church the 
i e e 
services are exactly what L desire to see, 
“13 («7 a ea agar i 17 H ] 
vw. still less, what the noble Earl would 
desi to see, wilt bk aean 1 
4 1 1 
the e is not, to tii ve TT mvp ] 
this moment a single incumbent in 
. Pe * Go 
the diocese who is deliberately disoly y 
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the directions [ have given about ritual 


observance. 
MEMBERS OF LOCAL AU’ 
RELIEF BILL Ht. 1. 
House in Committee 
( Yrder). 


(accoraing 0 


THe Duke oF NORTHUMBER- 
AND: My Lords, I told the Hou i 
the Second Reading that the Association 
of Poor i s 
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Therefore, I desire to modify my state- 
ment by saying that the Association 
eoncurs in the general principle of the 
measure though not in all its details. 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
Ibeg to move an Amendment to leave 
out the word “private” in Clause 2, for 
1¢ reason that the term “ private soldier ” 
inelude non-commissioned 





t 
would not 


otticers. 


Amendment moved-— 
“In Clause 2, page 1, line 9, to leave out 
private, and in line 10, to leave out ‘ private.’” 


- Lhe Vargu ss of Lansdowne ) 
Amendment agreed to. 

] 4 “~ ] 
Other Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 5 amended and agreed to. 


o 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Com- 


mittee; and to be printed as amended. 
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WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) EXTENSION BILL. 


[THIRD READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the 


ey read. 
: . abit aA 
loved, “That t! Bill be now read the 
ivd - i? Cross.) 
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housemaid who 
breaks her ankle can be left out ? 
Oi course, this legislation will have to 
That is as certain as is 
the fact that the sun will rise to-morrow, 
and if it is not done by my noble friend 
it will be done by someone on the other 
side of the House. I saw my doctor this 
morning, and he appeared to misunder- 
stand the Bill. He thought it was a Bill 
to include domestie servants, and he said 
that if that was the case he would never 
give a vote again for a Conservative ; and 
he added that he would do without 
domestic servants in future. This sort of 
legislation, moreover, will tend to reduce 
wages and employment. In the competi- 
tion which is going on, every charge which 
the employer of labour has to bear has 
to be cousidered, and, where possible, 
leads toa reduction of wages. This legisla- 
tion has already reduced employment. 
Persons of certain age are not employed 
now in consequence of lability to acci- 
dents. {f once had a discussion in this 
House with reference to a rule adopted 
at a certain large works to the effect that 
no man should be engaged over sixty 
Asa result of this sort of 
legislation no men are employed, if it can 
he helped, who have any defect of eve, 
hand, or mb. £mployment is thereby 
diminished, old people are turned out of 
work, and wages are reduced. If it is 
found impossible to reduce wages, then 
Ii my opinion there 
that is dangerous in this kind of 
knew that it 
ded to lessen wages, I am sure there 
such a demand for it. 
inquiries as to how 

| affect myself personally. | 
tind that if [ insure—a course which 
everyone who is wise should adopt—the 
insurance of those employed by me would 
be between £30 and £40. To some 
people this is a very large sum. and if it 
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is deducted from the wages of the men it 
amounts to a reduction of one-fifth of a 
penny per day. I think it is probable 


that, asa matter of principle and with 


the view of bringing home to the men 
coneernea the bearing of tiis sort of 
| ae Lat ae = 

Jevisiation, I shall deduet this amount 
from the wages. I protest against this 
sentimental, liberty-interfering-with, and 


mistaken legislation, My opinion is that 
| %§ Government would be 
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ment—-falsely called liberal, for there 
is no liberty about them—with a good 
working majority of one. Then I 
think we should get on much _ better, 
for at the present moment both parties 
are tobogganing down the Socialistic 
ladder. When the que stion is put from 
the Woolsack | shall say “ not content,’ 

for I believe this beptaletion to be con- 


trary to all the principles which form our 


nation, and which made the 
people a great, a free, and a 
race. 


English 


Viscount CROSS: Ido not know that 
the noble Earl requires an answer from 
me. He said that the Bill was inevitable, 
and if it is inevitable it must pass. His 
principal objection was to something that 
was not in the Bill—namely, the exten- 
sion of the Act of 1897 to domestic ser- 
vants. He said, however, that that would 
be the next step, but I reply that 
sufficient for the day is the evil 
thereof. The noble Earl also said 
this sort of legislation tended to 
reduce wages. We have had the 
Act of 1897 in operation for three years, 
and we have had no complaint from the 
workmen that their wages have been 
lowered. They appear so content with 
the Act of 1897 that it would be almost 
cruelty not to extend its provisions to 
agricultural labourers.  [ trust your 
Lordships will recognise that the Act of 
1897 has worked well, and will allow this 
Bill to pass. 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 3° accordingly, with the 
Amendment, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons. 

COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) 
BILL [H.1.]. 
House in Committee 


Order). 


(according to 


THe Eart or DARTREY: TIT should 
like to ask the noble and learnea Lord in 
charge of this Bill if it is intended that 
decrees actually in existence before the 
passing of this Bill shall be affected by 
the new arrangements in Clauses 14 
and 15. 


THE LORD CHANCE LLOR oF IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsuBourNeE): Any decrees 


and orders that are current at the date of 


The Earl of Wem Yss. 


{COMMONS} 


ruling 
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the coming into operation of this Bill wil] 
come within the remedy that is inter ided, 
and the Bill will apply to them. 


THe Eart oF MAYO: Does this law 
exist in Englanc, or is it a new law for 
Ireland ? 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: I am not well 
acquainted with the law in England with 
regard to the renewal of county cout 
decrees, but we are dealing in Clauses 14 
and 15 witha rather long and complicated 
[rish code. The present complicated pro- 
cedure is swept away under this Bill. 


Clauses agreed to. 


sill reported without amendment, and 
recommitted to the Standing Committee. 

VETERINARY SURGEONS (AMEND- 

MENT) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order); Bill reported without amendment; 
and recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee, 

House adjournec at Seven of the 


Clock, till To-morrow, at Half 
past Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF 


Monday, 16th July, 1900. 


COMMONS 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


DURHAM (COUNTY OF) ELECT 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. (BY ONDE 


As amended, considered, 


Motion made and Question p roposed, 
“That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read 
the third time.”—(CVWr. Coldwell.) 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) 
| objected to this motion when it was 
made on Friday, and the result of my so 
doing is that the bill stands now in the 
position it would have occupied if the 
notion had not been proposed, I do 
strongly protest against special facilities 
heing granted to these companies. | de 

why we should be 
Standing Orders. I 


asked te 


not know 


suspend cannot 








4] 


underst 
this B 
and | 
Bill ti 
a consi 
Commi 
and his 
upon 

preaml] 
throug 
seen a 
forwar' 
gross] 
tions 0 
decisio 
challei 
loyally 
can on 
vidual 
and, tl 
| do ni 


a divis 


*\Mr. 
said t! 
wishec 
hon. f 
the Si 
similat 


(Que 


Bill 
and pi 


SOUT 
DIS’ 


As | 


Mr 
he wit 
the re 
cerne. 
satisfe 


On 
and 2 
be at 


Caldu 
Bil 


and ]| 


EDUC 
OR 
BIL 
Or 
Debat 
the |] 
Confi 





aw 


ell 
ith 
wt 
ed 


ro- 


nd 


20. 


to 
It; 


he 
if 





4] Education Board 


understand = why 
this Bill should be in snch a violent 
and hysterical hurry to get their 
Bill through. They have taken up 
a considerable amount of the time of the 
Committee, for I believe the Chairman 
and his colleagues sat nearly nine weeks 
upon the Bill to consider whether the 
preamble was proved, and in order to go 
through the measure line by line. [have 
seen a large number of statements put 
forward in support of the Bill containing 
grossly exaggerated and inaccurate asser- 
tions on matters as to which really the 
decision of the Committee has never been 
challenged. That decision has been 
loyally accepted by those concerned. I 
can only add that in another place indi- 
vidual towns will renew their opposition, 
and, therefore, under the cireumstances, 
Ido not intend to press my objection to 
a division. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Hertfordshire) 
said that on behalf of Hertfordshire he 
wished to join in the protest made by his 
hon. friend against the suspension — of 
the Standing Orders in connection with 
similar Bills to this one. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill accordins 


gly read the third time, 
and passed, 


< 


VALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
sSUTION BILL. (BY ORDER.) 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff) stated that 
he withdrew his opposition to this Bill, as 
the representatives of the populations con- 
cerned had been met, and a_pertectly 
satisfactory agreement come to. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time. — (I/r. 
Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 


PROVISIONAL 
(LONDON) 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [Lords]. 

Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [10th July], “ That 
the Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords] be 
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the promoters of | 
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committed to a Select Committee.” —( Lord 
Hugh Cecil.) 





Question again proposed—Debate re- 


sumed. 


Lord HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
said his motion was that this Bill be sent 
to a Select Committee. The House would 
be aware that under the ordinary proce- 
dure of Provisional Orders there was no 
possibility of inquiry into the merits of 
the question involved. The matter, unless 
petitioned against, went before the 
Unopposed Bills Committee, and the 
Order usually came back without Amend- 
ment. There was really no inquiry 
into the merits, nor could there be 
any inquiry into what were ordinarily 
considered to be the merits of the Bill, 
because the petitioners only had a locus 
stundi if they were concerned in some 
injury to private property. Last year a 
Voluntary school, which thought it would 
be injured by one of the sites proposed to 
be established under a similar Bill, peti- 
tioned against it, and, after a hearing 
before the Referee, it was determined 
that it had no locus stand:, because it had 
no property interested in the matter, 
and there could consequently be no 
inquiry into the merits of the Bill. 
Now, the motion he was making would 
enable the Committee to go into the 
economic administration of the School 
Board, and into the question of the 
necessity of the sites. It was quite 
possible that a perfect explanation might 
he forthcoming on those points if his 
motion were carried, but unless it was 
agreed to the matter could not be gone 
into. It was necessary to say that the 
School Board had adopted a different pro- 
cedure for the purpose of arriving at the 
“places” in a school to that adopted by 
the Board of Education. The Board of 
Education considered that eight square 
feet was sufficient accommodation for a 
child, but the School Board took a higher 
standard, and said that they would only 
recognise eleven square feet as sufficient 
accommodation fora child, so that by a 
stroke of the pen the space in the schools 
had been reduced by 30,000 places. In 
order to cope with that they would 
have to build thirty schools, each to 
accommodate 1,000 children, and incur 
an expenditure of £300,000, because 
they went beyond what the Educa 
tion Department considered necessary, 
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He never contemplated the proceed- 
ings of the London School Board 


without being astonished at their amazing 
impudence in the way they overruled the 
decisions of the Department of Education, 
which they did in a manner certainly not 
contemplated by the Act. The Vice- 
President of the Edueation Department 
had informed him, in answer to a question, 
that at the present moment there were 
being recognised by the Education Depart- 
ment 798,000 school places which actually 
existed, and 28,000 projected places in 
schools in course of erection. In addition 
to that there were sixteen unused sites 
which the School Board had acquired 
under compulsory powers and never used, 
which were kept in reserve for no appa- 
rent reason. ‘There was a certain discre- 
pancy between the figures supplied by the 
Education Department and those fur- 
nished by the Report of about 55,000. 
The School Board had sixteen sites in 
reserve, and now they came forward for 
compulsory powers to acquire thirty more 
sites. Chief Inspector King had called 
attention to the decreasing number of 
children between the ages of three and 
thirteen years attending the schools, and 
according to the School Board’s own 
reports there had been a diminution in 
the years 1897, 1898, and 1899 of no less 
than 8,000. 
child population, and with all these places, 
the School Board proposed to acquire 
thirty more sites. It was a case for 
inquiry. They might be necessary, but 
that would have to be shown. The only 
reason which could be urged was that the 
number of children had not decreased 
really, but had removed to other districts ; 
but if that were so, it was obvious that 
several City sites, which had been useful, 
had become useless, and the House ought to 
be assured that in that case the School 
Board had made proper provision for the 
sale of those sites and devoting the money 
realised to giving the new educational 
facilities that were necessary. Mr. John 
Taylor, who had devoted a great deal of 
time and trouble to investigating the 
question of sites, pointed out that the 
Religious Educational Union had success- 
fully opposed the applications of the 
School Board on various occasions with 
regard to sites, and had in some cases 
caused them to be rejected. They further 
called attention to the extraordinary ex- 
travagance with which the matter of 
sites was carried out. The House was 


Lord Hugh Cecil, 


{COMMONS} 


Yet, with this diminishing | 
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aware the School Eoard proceeded by 
dividing London into blocks, and in each 
block they built a school. Then, if there 
was insufficiency of accommodation in the 
school, they applied for power to increase 
the accommodation. Such a test was 
unfair, The Education Department 
should first of ali endeavour to tind out 
what proportion of the population desired 
to goto the schools; then they should 
take a map of London and measure it off 
into districts with a compass, and then 


draw circles over the map show- 
ing the radius of each — school, 


If that were done it would’ be 
found that the School Board had over- 
estimated the amount of school accommo- 
dation demanded to an almost ludicrous 
degree. [lf the Bill was sent to a Select 
Committee there could not fail to be an 
interesting investigation. It might be 
that these schools were required, but the 
School Board was often very extravagant 
in these matters. London had not com- 
plete control over its representatives ink 
this matter, and it was in the highest 
degree important that London should be 
well goveried locally, and if it could be 
shown that the School Board did its work 
extravagantlya considerable service would 
be done to the country. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): In 
supporting this resolution L propose to 
take a somewhat different view to the 
noble Lord who moved. I quite agree 
with a great deal that has fallen from the 
noble Lord, but when one remembers 
that London has 450 schools with an 
average attendance of half a million 
children, it wil! be acknowledged that the 
problem is one which may fittingly re- 
quire the very careful consideration of 
this House. The noble Lord has spoken 
of the discrepancy between the figures, 
which may he described as the Return of 
the School Board, and those supplied by 
the Education Department. That is an- 
doubtedly proved ; and that discrepancy 
has been caused by the action which the 
London School Board has taken in what 
is called writing down the accommo- 
dation. With regard to new schools, 
I think that no one — interested 
in education will object to it, but it is 
with regard to the older schools that this 
difiiculty has more acutely arisen—more 
especially with regard to the competition 
with Voluntary schools, which has brought 
about an apparent deficiency of school 
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accommodation in the area covered by 
the London School Board. Whereas, if 


it was reckoned on the basis of the accom- | 


modation long ago accepted by the 
Education Department, that deficiency 
would not exist. I also support this 
motion on another ground. School 
boards do not acquire sites in the same 
way as a railway company or public 
bodies of that kind. What a 
hoard does is to present to the Education 
Department generally two or three sites 
as alternatives. These sites are con- 
sidered by the Department, and Her 
Majesty’s inspector is sent down by the 
Department to see into the fitness of the 
alternatives and to report as to the suita- 
bility of one or the other. He is not, I 
think, authorised or 
what is called a public inquiry, but I 
beheve that those bodies or individuals 
who object to particular sites have an 
opportunity of presenting their views 
hefore him. Then the Education Depart- 
ment, or the Board of Education, as it is 
now called, has to express approval or 
disapproval of a site, and, if they approve, 
that site is inserted in the Provisional 
Order Bill. It is obvious that the cost 
of opposing the Order Bill in Committee 
is a very considerable one, and it does 
seem to me that a somewhat cheaper and 
more expeditious machinery ought to be 
devised, by which those who may think 
themselves injured, either as individuals 
by reason of their property, or injured as 
regards the position of the school affect- 
Voluntary denominational 
in Which they are particularly 
interested, should have an easer, quicker, 
and cheaper method of placing their 
views before us. The noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich has spoken of 
those sites which have been “reserved,” 
as it is called, for possible sites for the 
erection of Board schools which are 
not now used. He suggested that the 
School Board for London should sell these 
, but if they did sell them it would 
he at a very considerable loss, Those 
sites are the result of reckless scheduling, 
and unless you can devise some machinery 
hy which this reckless scheduling of sites 
may be avoided in future, you will be 
continuously confronted with the same 
thing. He has spoken also of the migra- 
tory character of the London population. 
That is undoubtedly true. 
were erected a few years ago have now 
found, if not superfluous, at all 
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events too large for the purpose for 
which they are intended. I am atraid 
that it is an evil that will and must con- 
tinue ; but what is possible, I think, is to 
prevent reckless choosing of sites—choos- 
ing them sometimes almost without any 
regard for the deficiency of school places 
in the neighbourhood, but with a desire 
to injure and cripple the work of some 
Voluntary school. They are sites chosen, 
not from educational but from sectarian 
motives. Let us hope that this proposal 
of my noble friend will prevent the re- 
crudescence of this evil, which under the 
present Board has assumed gigantic 
dimensions. I have pleasure in supporting 
the motion. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University): | 
wish to let the House know how this Bill 
The School Boards must have 
they cannot carry on their 
The acquisition of sites is re- 
gulated by Acts of Parliament, and what 
I understand the nobie Lord to desire isa 
revision of the various Acts which regu- 
late the acquisition of sites by School 
Boards. To that the Board of Education 
could have no objection whatever, but I 
think it is better to initiate such an in- 
quiry at the beginning rather than at the 
end of the session. If we were to refer 
this Bill to a Select Committee now, at 
any rate, we would lose the bill for this 
session, because it is quite impossible to 
get hon. Members to attend a Select Com- 
mittee, and to report upon a matter of 
this kind before the end of the session. 
Therefore what [ would suggest to 
my noble friend is to withdraw the 
motion to-day, and in the next 
session he should move for an in- 
quiry of this kind, and, as far as I am 
coneerned and the Board of Education is 
concerned, we will throw no impediment 
in the way whatever, and if the Com- 
mittee should report in favour of a change 
in the law we will give every facility to 
let a Bill pass through Parliament. I do 
not say that the law as it at present 
stands might not be improved. I do not 
know that there are any laws in existence 
which are not capable of some amend- 
ment, but a matter of this kind is not 
carried out quite as rapidly as the noble 
Lord supposes. The Board of Education 
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any place—not only in London, but in| that great thoroughfare when going to 
every other part of the country—to build | school; but in places where there is only a 


a new school until the necessity for it is 
made out, and for that purpose inquiry is 
always made before the sanction of the 
E.lucation Department is given to the 
building of a new school. London is a 
very dificult place to deal with in matters 
of that kind. As the noble Lord has 


pointed out, there is no doubt that under 


the present system in London there are far 
more than enough school places for the 
children to be accommodated, but London 
unfortunately is a very large place, with a 
shifting population, and it is no use what- 
ever if there is a deficiency of accommo- 
dation in Battersea to say that there is 
more than enough in Whitechapel. 
Generally speaking, it may be said that 
the population of London is diminishing 
with some rapidity at the centre; but on 
the other hand it is growing with enor- 
mous rapidity in Battersea, Hackney, 
and Peckham, and indeed all the parts 
which surround London. These are the 
places where workmen are going, and 
provision has to be made for the eduea- 
tion of their children. The Board of 
Education have considered this difticult 
matter, and what it does is to divide 
London proper into blocks. For example, 
one of the blocks is bounded by Oxford 
Street and High Holborn on the north, 
Farringdon Street on the east, Fleet 
Street and the Strand on the south, 
and Charing Cross Road on the west. 
There is another block even more faii- 
liar to Members of the House bounded by 
Oxford Street on the north, Piccadilly on 
the south, Regent Street on the East, and 
Park Lane on the west. In the same 
way the whole of London is divided into 
blocks of this kind. What the London 
School Board does is to make out a peti- 
tion stating that in one of these blocks 
it can prove that there is not 
sufficient accommodation for primary 
education of the children, and that 
there is a case for building, but 
even then further inquiry is made. 
Having ascertained that there is a defi- 
ciency in one block, inquiry is made ho 

far it can be made up from superfluous 
accommodation in an adjoining block. | 
think it will be quite obvious to the 
House that it would be a very foolish 
thing for children south of Oxford Street 
to go for accommodation to schools north 
of Oxford Street. Nobody would say 
that it is desirable for children to traverse 
Sir J. Gorst. 


moderate amount of traffic onthe boundary 
children may be allowed to go from one 
| block, where there is deficient accommoda- 
| tion, to another block where there js 
‘superfluous accommodation. These in- 
/quiries are made before a new site is 
| scheduled in a Bill, and no action is taken 
| until the Board of Education has arrived 
at a satisfactory conclusion in the matter, 
It has to be fairly made out that there 
are children without school accommoda- 
tion, and that no accommodation can be 
provided for them in the block in which 
they live, or in an adjoining block. I 
, think to ask the House of Commons at 
the very end of a session to stop a Bill 
which is being carried out in accordance 
with the law, and entirely in accordance 
with unbroken custom, for the purpose of 
heginning what could only be an abortive 
inquiry, would be rather a strong thing 
for the noble Lord to insist upon. | 
hope this Bill will go in the ordinary 
way to the Private Bill Committee, 
before whom the people who object to 
two of the sites can be heard. The 
Private Bill Committee will inquire 
whether the Board of Education has been 
justified in authorising any site at all. I 
can promise the noble Lord that in the 
next session of Parliament I[, at. all 
events, will be only too glad to assist him 
in having the whole system of the legal 
provision of school sites inquired into, 
and if there is any way in which it can be 
hetter carried out, I hope the Committee 
will report to Parliament what they think 
should be done. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL : I understand 
that the Government are prepared to 
promise that there will be a full inquiry 
if | ask it at the beginning of next session. 
That is an exceedingly valuable concession 
which [ asked in vain four years ago. I 
think, therefore, it will be unnecessary to 
press this motion. 


Sir J. GORST: I have no authority 
on behalf of the Government ta make 
such a promise. All [ said was that I 
would assist the noble Lord if he asked 
for an inquiry next session. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: I understood 
that my right hon. friend spoke on behalf 
of the Board of Education, which repre- 
sents the Government in this matter, and 
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49 Education Board 
after what he has said I will, with the 
permission of the House, withdraw my 
motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill committed. 


T 


*#Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): I 
am sorry to have to detain the House for 
afew minutes, but I wish to move, “ that 
it be an Instruetion to the Committee to 
leave out Plan No. 41 in the schedule.” 
The noble Lord the Member for Green- 
wich said just now it was customary for 
this Bill to pass through the House with- 
out opposition, but I find the only course 
open to me in order to carry out the 
object I have in view is to move this re- 


solution. The plan I desire to have 
omitted is that enabling the London 


School Board to carry out alterations and 
additions to the Belvedere Place Board 
School, situated in the parish of St. 
George-the-Martyr, Southwark, the con- 
stituency I have the honour to represent. 
The school is one of the oldest of the 
London Board schools, and I am far 
irom saying it could not be improved. 
That [ am quite prepared to admit at 
once, but the Vestry of St. George-the- 


Martyr, the local authority of the 
district, altogether object to the 


plan suggested, and desire the scheme 
to stand over for further considera- 
tions. The objections | wish to enforce 
to the scheme are these: no further 
accommodation for additional children is 
required ; the school is large enough to 
accommodate the children of the par- 
ticular locality. It is a badly situated 
school, being under a railway arch, and 
therefore very noisy. In any case the 
area proposed to be taken is the wrong 
one. Itis proposed to secure an area of 
15,370 square feet, to pull down seven- 
teen houses, to dishonse 230 persons 
belonging to the labouring classes in a 
neighbourhood where there is a great 
demand for workmen’s dwellings, and 
under the existing law no provision will 
have to be made for rehousing those 
people. If twenty houses had been taken 
under the existing law it would have been 
absolutely necessary to provide accommo- 
dation for the whole of the dispossessed 
occupants, but as only seventeen houses 
are taken that necessity is avoided. [| 
am not saying that in the part of London 
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I represent further school accommo:la- 
tion is not necessary ; but if such further 
accommodation is necessary, it is not 
necessary to have it in this particular 
school. Atthe present moment 200 or 
300 children are located in a temporary 
school some distance from this one, and 
the Vestry of St. George-the Martyr say 
that if it is necessary to have further 
accommodation, it should be in a new 
school on a different site, and on a site to 
which only two or three years ago the 
Board were giving consideration. The 
houses which are being taken down 
contain at present 230 persons ; they are 
very substantially and well built ; the 
rents are satisfactory ; the sanitary 
arrangements are good ; and the inhabi- 
tants would have very great difhieulty in 
finding any similar suitable accommoda- 
tion in the district. I am asked that this 
scheme should stand over until next year, 
and [ may be asked if I have any alter- 
native plan to suggest if that course is 
adopted. I have. The area now pro- 
posed to be taken covers nearly 15,400, 
and has a rateable value of £387. There 
is an adjoining piece of land which 
comes into the Borough Road, having 
upon it five shops in the Borough Road 
and a house and yard in Belvedere Place, 
and a tram shed, the area of which is 
13,750 square feet, with a rateable value 
of only £278. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Vice-President has said that this Bill 
is going to a Committee of the House as 
there is opposition to it. Only one 
petition has been presented against the 
Bill, and that is the petition of the Vestry 
of St. George-the- Martyr. The Bill 
therefore, will go through as unopposed 
if the House will agree that this plan 
should be withdrawn for the present 
vear. The managers of the school are 
all favourable to the alternative site, 
while, at the worst, it would only mean 
the deferring of the alternative for a 
year, and in the meantime I am sure the 
School Board and the Education Depart- 
ment would come to the conclusion that 
the alternative site is really the better. 
My plan is a very simple, just, and com- 
mon-sense plan. This is not a party 
question, and therefore I may appeal to 
hon. Members on the other side, as well 
as to those on this, to support my motion. 
I beg to move. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL formally seconded 


the motion. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Education 
sional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 


| Lords | to leave out Plan No. 41 in the | 


Schedule.’”—( Mr. Cuuston.) 


Mr. FLOWER said that the speech of | 


the mover of the motion had very aptly 
illustrated the value of the discussion on 
the motion of the noble Lord the hon. 
Member for Greenwich. It was quite 
impossible for the House as a House to 
determine the merits of the respective 
lt was beyond the comprehension 
even of Members acquainted with the 
district, and it was obviously alto- 
gether outside the limits of fair 
play for the hon. Gentleman to 
attempt at the eleventh hour to get a 
particular site adopted. The mover of 
the motion had secured the valuable sup- 
port of the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich, and he trusted those Gentle- 
men would mutually support an improved 
process in the future for dealing with 
these questions. This site should be con- 
sidered by « Committee in the ordinary 
way. As to the necessity for school 
accommodation, about which the 
Member for West Southwark spoke with 
some diftidence, Her Majesty’s Inspector, 
so far back as March, 1896, was disposed 
to think the best course would be enlarge- 
ment of the Belvedere Place School in 
accordance with the proposal of the divi- 
sional Member, the divisional Member 
being the member of the London School 
Board tor that part of London. The 


inspector also suggested certain improve- 


sites, 


? 
Hol. 


ments and amendments, which were 
vided for in the plan now proposed. An 
alternative site was very carefully con- 
sidered, a rejected by both the divi- 
sional Member and the School <Ae- 
commodation Committee of the London 
School Board. The hon. 
had endeavoured to enlist sympathy 
on that side of the House by stating 
that the scheme would dispossess 230 
persons, and that the School Board would 


pro- 


be under no statutory obligation to re- | 
But asa result of a decision of | 


house. 


last year, it would be open to the Com- | 


mittee to insist upon the rehousing of the 
dispossessed persons, even though less 
than twenty houses were taken. There 


were many points in connection with the | 
site to which reference might be made, but | 


the House could rest satisfied that the 
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Board Provi- | 


Member | 
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matter had engaged the careful attention 
of the School Board, and having received 
the approval of the Board of Edueation, 
it might fittingly be allowed to pass. 


Sir J. GORST, in opposing the motion, 
said the case of St. George the Martyr 
had already been heard by the Board of 
Education. The Vestry were not satisfied 
with the decision, and petitioned the 
House of Lords, but with no_ better 
Success. 


Mr. CAUSTON pointed out that when 
the Vestry went before the House of 
Lords they were told they had no /ocus 
stuli as a vestry, but they could be heard 
as owners of property. 


Mr. J. GORST said that, in whatever 
capacity they appeared, they were, as a 
matter of fact, heard, and the House of 
Lords deciied that no case was made out 
for the alteration of the site. — If any in- 
justice were done when the matter went 
before the Committee, the hon Member 
would have an opportunity on considera- 
tion for bringing the matter forward, and 
he therefore hoped the motion would he 
rejected, 


*Mr. CAUSTON: I only wish it to be 
made perfectly clear that we have a locus 
stundi before the Committee of — this 
House. Certainly we had no locus standi 
in the House of Lords. In the ease re- 
ferred to by the right hon. Gentleman, 
the learned counsel was under a mis- 
apprehension when he informed the Com- 
mictee of the House of Lords that there 
had been a local inquiry, because there 
has not been a inquiry. I shall 
divide the House now and take my chance 
in Committee. 

Question put and negatived. 


local 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


| Report from one of the [Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
| Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 

Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


| . ia 
| time ‘l’o-morrow. 
| 
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53 Private Bill 
HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered and 

agreed to, with an Amendiment. 
LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. 
METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 
AND CANAL BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 


A 


NORTH 


agreed to, 
FALKIRK AND DISTRICT WATER BILL 
{ Lords}. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 
WESTGATE AND BIRCHINGTON 
WATER BILL {Lords}. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 
DEARKNE VALLEY RAILWAY BILL 
[ Lords]. 
Not aimended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


GLYSNCORRWG URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL GAS BILL [Lords]. 
LONDON SEA WATER SUPPLY BILL 

[| Lords]. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 
WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
BILL {Lords}. 

considered ; an) Amend- 


As amended, 
Bill to be read the third 


ment 
time. 


made ; 


LANCASHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
BY ORDER.) 
As amended, considered. 
Orders 223 
hat the Bill 
time. — (Afr. 


Ordered, That Standi 
and 243 be 
be how 
Coldwell.) 


ng 
suspended, and 
‘ +1 re Pp 1 
read the thira 
Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
MORLEY CORPORATION BILL {Lords}. 
SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL 
{Lords}. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. (BY ORDER.) 
Ordered, That, in the case of the North 
Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill, 
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Standing Orders 84, 214, and 239 be sus- 
pended, and that the Bill be now taken 
into consideration, provided amended 
prints shall have been previously de- 
posited, | Wr. Caldirell.) 

Bill, as amended, considered accord- 
ingly ; to be read the third time. 

GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) 

BILL. 

Amendment 


Lords considered, and 


agreed to. 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [ Lords}. 

Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 

[ Lords}. 

Read the third time, and passed, with- 

out Amendment. 


EDINBURGH (HOUSING OF THE 
WORKING CLASSES) IMPROVEMENT 
SCHEME PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

PAISLEY WATERWORKS PROVISIONAL 

ORDER BiLL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee : 

1. “ That, in the case of the Working- 
ton Railways and Docks Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with, on condition that the powers con- 
tained in Clause 131 to the London and 
North-Western Railway Company — be 
struck out of the Bill, and that the powers 
tothe Cleator and Workington Junction 
Railway Company be also struck out of 
the Bill, unless it be proved }erore the 
Committee to whom the Bill is referred 
that the Bill has been submitted to and 
approved by the last-named company :— 
‘That the Committee on the Bill <lo report 
how far such Order has been complied 
with.” 

2. © That, in the case of the Crystal 
Palace Company Bill [Lords], the Stand- 
ing Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 

3. “ That, in the case of the Military 
Mauneivres BU [Loeds|], the Standing 
Orders ought not to be dispensed with.” 


" , , 
First two Resolutions agreed to. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL 
[Lords]. 
_ Report [this day] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 
Ordered, That the Bill he read a second 
time.—(J/r. Caldur il.) 


WORKINGTON RAILWAYS AND DOCKS 
BILL [Lords]. 
Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. —( Mr. Cald ur //.) 


MOTHERWELL AND BELLSHILL RAILL- 
WAY BILL [Lords}. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
ROTHERHITHE AND RATCLIFF 
TUNNEL BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they haveagreed to Amendments to 
—Edinburgh District Lunacy Board Bill 
[Lords], Falkirk Corporation Bill [Lords], 
Rhymney Railway Bill [Lordsj, Cork 
Electric Tramways Bill [Lords], without 
amendiment. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
““An Act to authorise the sale of the 
chattels bequeathed and settled by the 
will and codicils of the late Sir William 
Augustus Fraser, Bart., deceased, and to 
declare the trusts of the proceeds of such 


sale; and for other purposes.” Fraser 
Settled Chattels Bill | Lords}. 
FRASER SETTLED CHATTELS BILL 


{Lords}. 
Read the first time: and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES BILL. 

Petition of Belfast City and District 
Water Commissioners against dispensing 
with the Standing Orders; Referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING 

ON SUNDAY BILL. 

Petition from Langley Moor, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUORS 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Twickenham 
(two); and Langley Moor; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
Petitions in favour, from Kelton ; and 
Stornoway ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MINT. 

Copy presented, of Thirtieth Annual 
Report of the Deputy Master of the Mint, 
1899 [by Command}; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 

Copy presented, of Twenty-tifth 
Annual Report (for 1899-1900), with 
Append’ces [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 274. ] 


SUPERANNUATION, ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 6th July, 1900, granting to Mr. 
T. G. Pinches, First Class Assistant at 
the british Museum, a Retired Allow- 
ance under the Act [hy Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTE 
MATES, 1900-1901). 

Copy presented, of — Explanatory 
Memorandum by the Secretary of State 
for India [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Copy presented, of Further Correspon- 
dence relating to Affairs in South Africa 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (WEST RIDING OF 
YORKSHIRE). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the West Riding of 
Yorkshire constituting Polling Districts 
and Polling Places in the Parliamentary 
Divisions of Shipley, Sowerby, and Colne 
Valley [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 
Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 
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of the Act, for the County Borough of 
Oldham (Seventh Minute), dated 2nd 
July, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RAILWAY RETURNS. 

Copy presented, of Return as to the 
Capital, Traftic Receipts, and Working 
Expenditure, &c., of the Railway Com- 
panies of the United Kingdom for the 
year 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL. 

Return presented, relative _ thereto 

fordered 13th July ; Wr. Mitchie] ; to_lie 

upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


O75 
275. | 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 
Account presented, of the Receipts and 
Expenditure under the Seamen’s Fund 
Winding-up Act from Ist January to 
31st December, 1899 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


276. | 


NAVY (COURTS MARTIAL). 

Copy presented, of Return of the 
number of Courts Martial held and 
Summary Punishments inflicted during 
the year 1899 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT, 

1897 (ARMY AND NAVY SERVICE) 
(MEN EMPLOYED). 
Return presented, 
Address i4th June; 


ipon the Table. 


relative thereto 
Mr. i} ‘oods| ; to lie 


i 
| 

L 
1 
l 


MEDICAL AND SANITARY ARRANGE- 
MENTS AT THE CAPE. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 10th July ; Sir Jumes Kitson | ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK 
RECENT NEWS — REPORTED GENE- 
RAL MASSACRE OF EUROPEANS IN 
PEKING — POSITION AT TLENTSIN 
AND TA-KU 

Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs): [ beg to ask whether 


the Under 


Secretary of State for Foreign 
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Affairs has any information to communi- 
cate on the subject of China; and not 
only as to events there, but as to the 
course which the Government proposes to 
take in regard to them. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): Although 
no positive information has reached us of 
the terrible calamity of which details have 
appeared in the public press this morning, 
we can hardly, I fear, dare to hope that 
in substance the accounts of the massacres 
in Peking are erroneous. Consul General 
Warren at Shanghai telegraphed yesterday 
evening that he learnt from a_ well-in- 
formed Chinese source that cannon were 
believed to have been fired on the Lega- 
tions on the 8th of July, a massacre en- 
suing, the object being to effect an 
irreparable breach with foreigners. 
Official confirmation of this report was 
wanting, but Her Majesty’s Consul 
General feared it to betrue. The follow- 
ing telegrams have been received from 
Brigadier General Dorward, in command 
of Her Majesty’s military forces at 
Tientsin— 

* Tientsin, 10th July.—Yesterday, 3 a.m., 
combined force 1,000 Japanese under the com- 
mand of General Fokosima, 550 British troops, 
400 British navy, 100 United States, 400 
Russians under command of myself attacked 
enemy's position south-west ot city. Pesitions 
were quickly captured. Enemy’s loss 350 
killed, four small guns (?captured). Com- 
bined foree then attacked Western Arsenal 
outside South Gate, which, after a short bom- 
hardment, was rushed by United States and 
Japanese. Country tothe west of Arsenal had 
been flooded by enemy, so no further move- 
ment in this direction was possible. Chief 
object of expedition, which was to clear away 
guns and enemy to the west of settlements, 
completely carried out.. Day’s honours rested 
with Japanese and Americans; Chinese 
regiment as escort to guns worked splendidly, 
getting over difficulties of swampy country. 
During the action British and French settle- 
ments heavily shelled by north-eastern 
batteries. Following casualties reported in 
action :—2nd Royal Welsh Fusiliers, 3644 
Private Porter; Royal Marine Light Infantry, 
one private ; one Chinese hospital attendant 
killed in action. Lieutenant Phayre, R.A., 
three men, 2nd Royal Welsh Fusiliers, 
one seaman, one man Chinese’ regiment, 
one Chinese hospital attendant wounded. No 
casualties amongst Russians and Amerieans. 
following casualties reported during bombard- 
inent :—2nd Royal Welsh Fusiliers, 4034 Pri- 
vate Porter, one seaman killed in action. 
Three men, one seaman wounded. Yesterday's 
vietory may result in withdrawal of Chinese 
troops trom Tientsin, in which case fort and 
city will probably be attacked soon.” 
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The following telegram shows that that 
opinion, however, was not justified :— 
“Tientsin, 11th July.—Three o'clock this 
morning, determined attack made by enemy 
on railway station, which is garrisoned by 100 
British troops, 100 French, 100 Japanese. | 
Attack repulsed with loss after four hours | 
hard fighting ; enemy’s loss 500 killed ; our 
Joss, Hong hong Reviment. 
swounded ; 2nd Battalion Welsh Fusiliers, 1 
wounded; Royal Marine Light 
wounded ; Royal Navy, 3 wounded. — French | 
and Japanese losses considerably heavier.” 


“ 





We have also had a telegram to the effect 
that Vice-Admiral Seymour has returned 
to his ship, leaving at Tientsin only a 


sufficient number of the Naval Brigade to 
work the guns there. In a te legram, | 
dated Ta-ku, 14th July, the Admiral | 


states that he believes the allied forces 
have taken of every fort at | 
Tientsin except one. It may be interest- 
ing to the House to know what forces are 
at Ta-ku. According to a telegram from 
Rear-Admiral Bruce at Ta-ku, dated 
lith July, the total of the allied forces 
landed anil landing on the 10th July was 
20,700 men, co mmposed as follows :— 


pe ssession 


about 


Officers. Men. 
Russia a we aD 8,200 
Japan ie «ow 124 5,100 
British ay wo 30 2 400 
French as Je¢ OS 2.400 
4zerman ane svn 30. EOS 
American... a AO «=—505 


Italia 

‘taan | Gmall detachments. 

Austrian f 
Thus 
wae. 
a ferces are now landed or are 


there are 604 officers and 20,700 


on their way, 
at Taku are limited, and 
reinforcements 
quickly as they 
Ihave anv further 
1e House. 


cannot be landed as 
wyrive. I do not think 


information to give 


MEASURES T a s FOR. SAPETY OF 
PEKING LEGATIONS. 

Mr. KL aesoeyen (Cardiff) : | beg tG 
Under Secretary of ‘or 


‘- +} 
ask the 
i ffairs whether he has any in- 





ymation to the effect of the statement 


made by Count von Biilow, German 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, in 
ek e 7 1 My 1 

his cirenlar note, that up to 16th June 
the English Minister at Peking, in agree- 


ment with the late Baron von Metteler, 
conside red the personal safety of members 
sufficiently 
secured by the measures already adopted ; 


ot the Legations had been 


{COMMONS} 


3 men killed 9 | 


Infantry, 3 | 


The House is probably aware that | 


but the facilities for landing | 
therefore the | 


'tents of that de 
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| and can he state on what date Admiral 
| Seymour was summoned to commence his 
is march to Peking. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Guards for the 
Legations were sent for on 27th M: ay, and 
although the position was not free from 
anxiety, the first intimation of imminent 
| danger to the Legat 


a? is contained ina 
telegram from Sir C. MacDonald of 4th 
June. He stated a the position was 
‘such that they might be besieged at any 
time with the railw: ay and tele raph lines 


jeut, and he asked that, should this 
happen, instructions might be sent to 
| Admiral Seymour to concert measures 


for their relief with the officers com- 

manding the various squadrons at Ta-ku, 

| Her Majesty’s Government gave Adiniral 
Seymour unfettered disc retion on 6th 
| June to act in concert with other Powers, 
| and he landed a force on 9th June. On 

10th June, Sir C. MacDonald telegraphed 
| to Admiral Seymour urging an immediate 
advance whieh had been in fact 
commeneed. 


Mr. MACLEAN: Is 
definite from Sir C. Ma 
10th 


} 1 
alreaay 


there anything 
Donald Ip to 
June as to the safety of the 


| Legations 2 


[No answer was given. ] 


COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, k.): IT bee to 


Under Sceretary of 
Foreign Affairs whether the despatch 
which has reached Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment purporting to 
Kimperor handed to ti 

Government by the Chinese Ambassador 
inary course; and wl 


} 
will communicite the con- 


oo, oe 14 4 
ask tne State fol 


come irom the 
of China was 
i 
in the ord i} 


(3 *yit + 
woverhnment 


ien 


spatch to the House of 
Commoius. 

*MIr. BRODRICK : The d 
received from the Chinese Minister in the 
wdinary course. It will be Jaid with 
the Papers. 


C@spatcn Was 





COMMAND OF ALLIED FORCES. 

Mr. DILLON: ] beg to ask the Under 
secretary of State for For 
whether there is any General in supreme 


ientsi ; 





command of the aihbed forces at 
> se 4 —_ et . a ‘ june : 
and, 1f not, wnetner any communications 


have passed between the Powers as to the 
appointment of a Commander-in-Chief. 
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Me. BRODRICK: The instructions 
given by Her Majesty's Government to 
the senior naval and military officers on 
the spot are to arrange all matters in con- 
cert with the comm: anding otticers of the 
forces of other Powers. Communications 
are. passing between the Powers on 
yarious points, but we are not in tele- 
graphic communication with Tientsin, and 
| cannot make any further statement at 
present. 


Mr. DILLON : [ beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
Her Majesty’s Government has sanctioned 
any proposal to put the allied forces at 
Tientsin under the command of a Japanese 
general otticer. 


*\r. BRODRICK : No, Sir; nor has 
any such proposal yet been made, 


CHINA PAPERS. 

Mr. DILLON : 

Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 

he can state when the China Papers will 
be laid upon the Table of the House ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: They are being 
prepared as quickly as possible, bit I can- 
not name any day at present. They will 
he laid in time for discussion before the 


reign Office Vote is tuken. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR— HOSPITAL 
AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS 
MMITTEE OF INQUIRY, 
Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL (Donegal, § 
[beg toask the First Lord of the ace 
iether, having regard to the critici 
uch the ap pouty nt of Professor Cun- 


‘ ’ 
Poutn 


sm to 


ningham to be a member of the 
\frican Ho — Commission has been 
subject, he will now state cto the House 
the tenga on hie Professor - Cunning- 
nam was re JOITE nuded for the 


MacVormac and by 


’pvounit- 





men of the Army 
vhi se administration 
» the subject of 

investigation. 
Tur FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SUR BALFOUR, Manchester, 


have nothing to add to what 





ld } u i. 
idy told the hon. Gentleman on this 
1 ° ’ 1 ° P 
aumit Che Ypasis of 


fact which he has assumed in putting the 


pat IL do not 


qtlestion. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Pardon 


*, 1018S no assumption. 
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[ hee to ask the Under 


1900} Questions. 62 
Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


Ilkeston): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
announce the names of the two additional 
members of the Commission ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am_ very 
sorry that so much delay has occurred. 
No one deplores it more than I do ; but I 
hope to be able to make a statement to- 
morrow. 


DESPATCHES. 

Caprain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) - | 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he is now prepared to state 
when the despatches relating to the 
following operations in South Africa will 
be published, namely, the action at 
Paardeberg, the advance to Bloemfontein, 
the siege and relief of Ladysmith, and 
the further operations in Cape Colony 
and Natal. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As, I think, I 
indicated, there are difficulties in the way 
of publishing these despatches at present, 
but I hope that the delay will not be very 
long. 


Captain SINCLAIR: Before the Sup- 
plementary Estimate comes on ? 


Mr. A. J.-BALFOUR: 


I believe not. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: When they 
are published, will the right hon. Gentle- 
man undertake that they shall be pub- 
written, and shall not be re- 
Magersfontein despatch 


lished as 
edited as the 
was ? 
[No answer was civen. | 
paNO ahswer Was LIVEN. | 


TRANSPORT RETURN. 

Mr. WEIR and emu I 
beg to ask the Irirst Lord of the Admir- 
alty, having regard to the fact that the 
Transport Africa) was 


ordered on 6th st, presented 


(Ross 


Return (Sonth 


February ta 


on 2ist May, and ordered to be printed 
on 22nd Mav, will he explain why its 
issue to Members 1s so long delayed. 


TO THE ADMI- 
yEY, Antrim, S 


s been any a 








the pro ono of this voluminous Return, 
involving the accurate checking of many 
letails. The Return is now complete and 

Members in a tew 


( 


a ° me 4 
will be in the hands of 
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MINISTERIAL CRISIS IN) CAPE the districts of Cape Colony where 
COLONY, martial law was proclaimed, have the 


Captain SINCLAIR : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, having regard to the importance 
of the subject, and especially to the vary- 
ing accounts thereof, he will now lay 
before Parliament Papers explaining the 
recent Ministerial crisis in Cape Colony, 
including any communications which have 
passed between Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the Government of Cape 
Colony. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Yes, Sir. 


MARTIAL LAW—ARREST OF MR. 
JACOBUS BOTHA. 
Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 


land, Cockermouth): On behalf of the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the North- 
wich Division of Cheshire, I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether Mr. Jacobus Botha, a Member of 
the Cape Parliament, was arrested at 
Cape Town on 26th June without a war- 
rant ; and, if so, by whose authority the 
arrest was made ; whether an application 
was made by him, and to what court, for 
his unconditional release from arrest, and 
whether that application was refused ; 
whether he has been admitted to bail only 
on condition of taking his trial at Aliwal 
North ;: whether Aliwal North is one of 
the districts where martial law was in 
force ; and whether he is to be tried by a 
court martial or by what tribunal. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [ am in- 
formed by Sir A. Milner as follows (in 
reply to a telegraphic inquiry) : Botha was 
arrested for high treason at Cape Town on 
date mentioned, on warrant signed by 
resident magistrate Aliwal North. He 
applied unsuccesstully to magistrate Cape 
Town, and subsequently to Supreme 
Court, for release from arrest, but was 
afterwards Admitted to bail by the latter 
on condition that he should return to 
Aliwal North and remain there during his 
preparatory examination, which is now 
being held there by civil authorities. 
Case will probably come for trial in due 
course before Special Commission. Aliwal 
North is a district under martial law. 


MARTIAL LAW IN CAPE COLONY. 


Mr. BUCHANAN = (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): TL beg to ask the Secretary of 


State tor the Colonies, since what date, in 


military courts ceased to take cognisance 
of offences, other than those committed 
by soldiers, against the Criminal Law of 
the Colony. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I under. 
stand that since the middle of April no 
fresh trials for treasonable offences by the 
military courts have taken place—-only 
preliminary investigations. This is all 
the information I have. 


COURT MARTIAL PUNISHMENTS. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN — (Mont- 
gomeryshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether persons 
sentenced by courts martial in the Cape 
Colony to terms of imprisonment or penal 
servitude are detained in civil or in 
military prisons ; and, if they are detained 
in civil prisons, whether the warrants are 
signed by civil or by military officers. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: TI have no 
information. The question should be 
addressed to the War Office. 


CIVIL SURGEONS AT THE FRONT, 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I bee to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
if he can state the number of civil sur- 
geons whose services have been accepted 
since the outbreak of hostilities in South 
Africa for the field hospitals and hase 
hospitals, and the number of civil surgeons 
who are at present employed in these 
hospitals, and how many Army medical 
officers within two years from their 
entrance into the Army Medical Service 
have been sent to the war in South Africa ; 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that of ninety-eight Army 
medical officers who are liable to be re- 
called to service, four only are employed 
in South Africa or in hospital ships, and 
that although many of them have re- 
quested to be sent to the seat of war thei 
otters were refused ; whether the autho- 
rities at the War Office are aware that the 
sending of Army medical officers without 
previous experience in campaigns, and 
the recognition of the services of civil 
surgeons while the services of retired 
Army medical officers have heen rejected, 
has led to discontent and a feeling that 
the medical treatment of the troops. will 
be wholly subordinate to purely military 
considerations ; and will he cause inquiries 
to be made in the matter. 
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ror WAR (Mr. Wynpiam, Dover): The 
services of 385 civil surgeons have been 
accepted, principally for base hospitals 
and general duty ; of these 363 are now 
in South Africa. This does not include 
those locally employed, or attached to 
zivate hospitals or to the Yeomany or 
the Rhodesian Field Force. 
and seventeen Royal Army Medical Corps 
officers under two years’ service have 
been sent out. Of the ninety-eight 
officers liable to recall, as has been already 
stated, eighteen hold permanent military 
appointments at home, and very few 
yolunteered for service in South Africa. 
Nothing is known of any general discon- 
tent to which the hon. Gentleman refers. 


FEVER AT LADYSMITH. 

Sm WALTER FOSTER: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if his attention has been called to 
the statement that there have been 6,000 
cases of typhoid fever among the troops 
at Ladysmith since the relief of that 
place; and it he can give the number of 
admissions to hospital for typhoid fever, 
and the number of deaths from that 
disease in the forces under General Buller 
for the twelve weeks ending 25th May. 


*MIr. WYNDHAM: I have no know- 
ledge of the statement put forward, and 
J have complete Returns for the Lady- 
smith garrison only up to lath May. The 
cases of enteric at Ladysmith from the 
date of the relief to the week ending 18th 
May anount to 799. Including the 
total admissions for all the 
forces in Natal during the twelve weeks 
ending 25th May were 2,380, and the 


deat HS JOU, 


above the 


TREATMENT OF DISCHARGED  SOL- 
DIERS—CASE OF ROBERT WEIR. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 

ask the Under Secretary of State for War 

if he will state on what grounds has the 
conclusion been formed that the mental 
infirmity of private Robert Weir, of the 

Royal Inniskilling Fusiliers, who, on his 

return from the war in South Africa, was 

transferred from Netley to the workhouse 
at Enniskillen, where he is now a pauper 
inmate, was not due to the horrors and 
privations of the campaign in Natal 
through which he served with his regi- 
ment; and, seeing that Weir would be 
entitled toa pension if his mental infir- 
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mity was due to his services in the Army, 
can he say by whom was the judgment 
formed that his madness was not directly 
or indirectly caused by these services, and 
to what supervision or control was that 
judgment subject. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This man became 

insane on the passage out, and twice 
tried to jump overboard ; he was disem- 
barked at Cape Town, and kept under 
supervision there for two months, 
and was then invalided home. Upon 
these facts the medical officer in charge of 
the hospital at Cape Town formed the 
opinion that Weir’s madness was not the 
result of the campaign in Natal; that 
opinion was confirmed by several medical 
officers through whose hands the man 
passed, and finally by the Commissioners 
of Chelsea Hospital. 


CASUALTY RETURNS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
what explanation, if any, has the War 
Office to give for the circumstanees that 
the death of Sergeant G. French, of the 
Royal Warwick Regiment, which occurred 
at Bloemfontein on 26th May, and the 
death in the same place of Private Martin, 
of the same regiment, on 3lst May, were 
not published by the War Office till 
12th July ; and can he say why have the 
families of these two soldiers, who died 
presumably in hospital at Pretoria, not 
been apprised of their deaths for nearly 
two months. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The information 
was not received by the War Office until 
Sunday, the ath July, and after the usual 
verification was published on the 10th 
July. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has the 
hon. Gentleman any reason to give for 
the long delay ? 


*Mr.e WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
must be aware that it is only by means 
of a very elaborate system of triplicate 
returns that we are able to get the 
information we do at such an early date. 


IRISH MILITIAMEN 
HARVEST. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny: : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the ineon- 
venience and loss that may result to Ire- 


C 


AND THE 








67 (Juestions. 


land by having the Irish Militia Regi- | 
ments in England while their labour is | 
needed during the harvest in Ireland, he 
will consider the desirability of either dis- | 
banding them or giving them leave to | 
return to Ireland to assist at the 
harvesting. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Instructions were 
issued on the 6th June to the general 
officers commanding in the United King 
dom that militiamen belonging to units | 
embodied before the 6th March might be 
givenfurlough if they had satisfactorily com- 
pleted their training and could be spared. 
The Secretary of State would have been 
glad to assent to a more general release 
of the Militia, both in the interests of the 
men themselves and in view of the wide- 
spread demand for labour, but, having 
regard to present circumstances, he has 
come to the conclusion that general leave 
or disembodiment would be inexpedient. 


CHELSEA HOSPITAL GARDEN. 

Mr. MASSEY-MAINWARING (Fins- 
bury, Central): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State tor War if he will 
state by whose orders the garden of the 
Chelsea pensioners was lately closed at 
8 p.m. instead of 9 p.m. ; by whose orders 
this garden has been closed at 8.30 p.m. 
this week ; and why the hour fixed for 
closing between the 10th June and 10th 
July, which has existed for many years, 
was altered, and at whose suggestion. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The gardens were 
closed at an earlier hour than usual by 
orders of the Lieutenant Governor and 
Secretary of the hospital to prevent dis- 
orderly conduct which, it appears, had 
heen taking place in the dusk. 


ARMY LANCES—SERGEANT CART- 
WRIGHT'S CLAIM. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether his attention has been 
valled to an application from Sergeant 
Cartwright, late of the 16th Lancers, for 
some monetary recognition for his ser- 
vices in connection with his exhibition 
with the lance before a committee of 
generals ; and whether, considering the | 
fact that he was informed that upon his 
performance depended the retention of 
the lance in the Army, and taking into 
account the fact that Sergeant Cart- 
wright was promised a cominission, he 


| allowance to 


| THE 
| WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 3.) : 
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will consider whether it would be possible 
to accede to his request and make some 
him for the — services 
rendered. 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 170 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powett- 
There are 
no records in the War Office showing that 
any promise of a commission was made 


| to Sergeant Cartwright or which coryo- 


borate other statements made in the ques- 
tion. The Secretary of State for War 
has fully considered Sergeant Cartwright’s 
application, and is not prepared to grant 
it. 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION—INFLAM. 
MABLE WOODWORK. 

Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, — Black- 
friars): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether he is aware that asa 
result of the experience gained in the war 
between China and Japan, and in the war 
between the United States and Spain, the 
woodwork in all men-otf-war lately built 
and now building for the United States 
Government is made of non-flammable 
timber ; whether he is also aware that the 
Russian Government are having men-of- 
war built in the United States in which 
all the woodwork is non-flammable ; and 
can he say whether the wood used in 
vessels at present under construction for 
the British Government is rendered non- 
flammable. 


THe FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George's, 
Hanover Square): The term “lately 
built” is indefinite. The woodwork for 
all men-of-war building for the United 
States Government will be non-flammable, 
armour backing and battens for electric 
wires excepted. Two ships are building 
for Russia in the United States. We 
have no special information on this point 
relative to these ships, but in all Russian 
ships now building orders have been given 
to use non-flammable wood for certain 
purposes. Wood not specially treated is 
to be still largely used. The use of non- 
flammable wood has been provided for in 
the specifications for several ships now 
under construction, but it has since been 
found to involve certain serious disad- 
vantages, and further orders have been 
suspended until the best way of over- 
coming these difficulties has been ascer- 
tained by further experience. 
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69 (Questions. 
AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH — 
FIRST GOVERNOR GENERAL — | 


OFFICIAL RESIDENCE. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies when the nomination of the first 
Governor General of the Australian 
Commonwealth may be expected, and 
whether the ofiicial residence of the 
Governor General is to be located at 
Sydney pending the establishment of the 
permanent Federal capital. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member will have seen from the announce- 
ment in the press on the 14th instant 
that Her Majesty has approved the selec- 
tion of the Earl of Hopetoun as the first 
Governor General. The question of the 
Governor General's residence is the sub- 
ject of communications now passing with 
the Colonies. 


INDIAN AND AUSTRALIAN MAILS. 

Min. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether, owing to 
the under - staffing and various other 
causes, considerable quantities of Indian 
and Australian mails have recently failed 
to catch the steamers for which they 
were intended. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): On several recent occasions it has 
not been practicable to include all the 
printed matter for India and Australia in 
the mails for which it was intended ; but 
no letters have on any occasion been left 
behind. Several causes have contributed 
to the delay. The public have the habit 
of leaving the posting of their Indian and 
Australian correspondence to the very 
last moment—that is to say, till Friday 
evening; and the work has been enor- 
mously increased of late on that evening 
by the large number of letters and news- 
papers posted for the troops. in South 
Africa. Further, there has not been 
room at the General Post Office for an 
adequate staff of men to deal with the 
outgoing foreign mails. Now that the 
provincial work of the United Kingdom 
has been removed to Mount Pleasant, 
steps are being taken to increase the staff 
at the General Post Office, and it is 
hoped that by this means the irregularity 
to which the Hon. Member refers will be 
remedied. This end, however, would 


‘still be themore easily attained if the public 
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would post as much of their Indian and 
Australian correspondence as _ possible 
earlier in the week. 


Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether the 
Continental railways that carry the 
Australian maiis are liable to any penalty 
for needless delays caused by carlessness 
and inefficiency in their working arrange- 
ments ; and, if not, whether the propriety 
of inserting such a provision in future 
contracts will be taken into consideration. 


Mr. HANBURY: I assume that the 
hon. Member is referring to the 
Australian mails landed at Naples. 


The Postmaster General has no relations 
with the Italian and French railway com- 
panies which convey those mails ; and he 
has no information as to the arrangements 
existing between them and their respec- 
tive Governments. The payment for the 
transit of those mails is made to the 
Italian and French post offices, and is 
regulated by the Postal Convention of 
Washington. I understand that the in- 
ward mail from Naples is paid for by the 
Australian Government, who are content 
with the ordinary train service, whereas 
the English Government, deem it neces- 
sury to have a special train for the out- 
ward mail. 


ASHANTI-NATIVE RISING — INVEST- 
MENT OF COOMASSIE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies what progress 
has been made by the Coomassie relief 
column ; and will he state what number 
of persons escaped from the fort with the 
governor, and how many reached Cape 
Coast Castle. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Accor ling 
to the latest information, Colonel Will- 
cocks was at Bekwai, about twenty miles 
from Coomassie, on the 12th instant. It 
will be seen, on reference to the telegrams 
from Sir. F. Hodgson which were pub- 
lished in the newspapers on the 7th and 
10th instant, that the column which left 
Coomassie was 600 strong, including 
twenty-six Europeans, and was accom- 
panied by 700 carriers, and that on the 
way to the coast seven men were killed, 
and two officers and some more men died 
of their wounds or were missing. The 
exact number of those who reached Cape 
Coast is not stated. 
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INDIA FAMINE--ADVANCES TO LAND Home Department if he has been able to 


CULTIVATORS. 

Mr BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India what are 
the conditions laid down hy the Govern- 
ment of India under which advances are 
made to the cultivators in the famine 
districts for restocking their farms ; and 
whether such advances are by gift or by 
loan, and, if by loan, what are the condi- 
tions of repayment, and what is the total 
amount hitherto advanced or promised 


by the Government of India for that 
purpose. 
THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 


INDIA (Lord G. Hamitrox, Middle- 
sex, Haling): The general conditions of 
Government advances to cultivators, for 
the restocking of their farms are (1) 
that they are to be free of interest ; (2) 
that the first instalment of repayment 
will not be demanded for at least twelve 
months ; (3) that the local governments 
may hereafter grant remissions in respect 
of these advances, thus converting them 
into gifts, according to the circumstances 
of the recipients. According to the last 
advices, the sum allotted by Government 
for these advances was £820,000. The 
hon. Member is of course aware that a 
large part of the charitable fund raised 
by subscription has been devoted to this 
same purpose. 


ST. PETERSBURG HERRING TRADE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether Her Majesty’s Ambassador at 
St. Petersburg has yet been able to 
secure improved facilities for the  clis- 
charge and storage of herrings at that 
port. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Her  Majesty’s 
Ambassador at St. Petersburg was in- 
formed by the Russian Government in 
September last that arrangements had 
been made for the erection of the build- 
ings and execution of the works which 
were urgently needed for the discharge and 
storage of herrings at that port. No 
further complaints of defective accom 
mocdation have been received since that 
date. 

TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION — IN 
THE CHANNEL ISLANDS AND THE 
ISLE OF MAN. 

*\Min. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 

Theg to ask the Secretary of State for the 


arrange to introduce the non-contentions 
Bill, involving no charge on the Imperial 
Hxchequer, extending the Teachers’ 
Superannuation Act to the Isle of Man 
and the Channel Isles this session. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE for 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuaire Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool); 
Yes, Sir; I hope to be able to introduce 
the Bill, or, rather, Bills—one for each 
island that desires it—to-morrow. 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS 
OF FL J. CHAT LING. 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he is 
aware that Mr. F. J. Chatting was im 
prisoned for not paying a fine for non- 
compliance to an order for vaccination ; 
that the warrant for his arrest was fo) 
Pentonville, but that he was taken to 
West Ham police station, then taken to 
Stratford police court, and kept without 
food from 8 a.m. to 8 p.m. on 7th July; 
and that on his arrival at Pentonville, in- 
stead of being treated as a first-class mis- 
demeanant, his clothes were taken from 
him, and that he was forced to wear a 
prison suit, and that he was subjected to 
other treatment which the Act does not 
permit ; and whether he will take such 
steps as will prevent a recurrence of such 
proceedings. 
*Sirn M. WHITE RIDLEY: Chatting 
was not arrested till about 8.40 p.m. on 
the 6th. | 


CASE 


It was then too late to take him 
to Pentonville, so he was taken to West 
Ham police station, and thence on the 
next morning to the police court, in 
accordance with the ordinary practice, in 
order that he might go on to Pentonville 
by the afternoon van. He had breakfast 
at the station, and might have had lunch 
at the police court, but on being twice 
asked whether he wanted anything 
replied in the negative. At Pentonville 
the reception officer made a mistake and 
treated him like an ordinary prisoner. 
Vor this mistake he will be duly dealt 
with by the Prison Commissioners, and it 
is not one which is likely to recur. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: Is no com- 
pensation or apology even to be made to 
this man ? 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : 


’ + 
I have not 
considered the question of compensation. 
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LONDON SCHOOL BOARD RE- | application for a copy of it was made by 
HOUSING SCHEMES. | a ratepayer, with whom the Board had 
Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, | had some correspondence in connection 
$.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of | with the loan. There did not appear to 
State for the Home Department whether | be any sufficient reason for refusing the 
the School Board for London propose to | application. The Board have no informa- 
discharge their obligations under their | tion as to the facts referred to in the first 
Provisional Confirmation Act of last year | paragraph of the question. 
to rehouse persons of the labouring class | 
displaced in the neighbourhood of Wood | DEVIZES PRISON—WARDER HAR- 
Street, Bethnal Green, by erecting dwel- GRAVE'S PENSION, 
lings in Parnell Road, Bow ; and, if so, Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) : 
whether, as the proposed dwellings will) 1 beg to ask the Secretary to the 
be useless for the purpose of rehousing | Treasury whether he can now state the 
the persons so displaced, he will with-| decision of the ‘Treasury in reference to 
hold his approval from the scheme. ‘the pension of Henry Hargrave, late 
warder of Devizes Prison, and whether 
*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The scheme | the whole of the pension awarded to him 
indicated by the hon. Member forms only | by the Treasury should have been appor- 
apart of proposals which have been laid | tioned between Imperial and local funds. 
before me by the London School Board, | 
and are now under my consideration. — I Mr. HANBURY: The Treasury, in 
cannot yet say whether or not I shall | October, 1898, awarded to Hargrave a 
approve them. But as regards the re-| pension of £44 12s. 2d. on the scale 
housing of the actual persons displaced, I | allowed by the Superannuation Act, 1859. 
may say that the buildings in Wood | In the following month the Home Secre- 
Street were demolished more than a year | tary forwarded to the Treasury a resolu- 
tion by the late prison authority (the 
Court of Quarter Sessions of the County 


ago. 
Z 


DORKING RURAL DISTRICT of Wilts) asking that the pension might 
COUNCIL, he increased to two-thirds of Hargrave’s 


Mr. CUBITT (Surrey, Reigate): I| retiring salary, and stating that they 
heg to ask the President of the Local | were ready to pay the difference between 
Government Board whether his attention | the pension as already awarded, and the 
has been called to the fact that on the | amount of such two-thirds. To this the 
23rd ult. the Vorking Advertiser contained | Treasury assented, and the increased rate 
the copy of a letter sent by the Local} asked for was awarded. The Local 
Government Board to the Dorking Rural! Government auditor of the county 
District Council, which that council had | accounts has now reported that the 
previously refused to make public pend- | quarter sessions has no power to fulfil 
ing further negotiations with the board ; | their undertaking, and Hargrave can thus 
and whether it is the custom of the Board | receive only the amount of the original 
to supply a copy of such letters to any-| award. The words of the Prisons <Act, 
one who applies for them without refer- | 1877, will not allow the Treasury to pay 
‘nce to the authority to whom they were | the excess for which the quarter sessions 
originally written ; and, if not, if he will} made themselves responsible. The case 
take steps to deal with the official who of Hargrave and other prison officers 
was responsible for the disclosure in this | whosepensions are affected by this decision 
case, | appears one of hardship, and I hope that 

'a Bill may be passed early next session 

THE PRESIDENT or tur LOCAL | giving the local authorities power to pay 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHAPLIN, | the excess pension which they have 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : It is not the eus- | always desired to do. 
tom of the Local Government Board to 
supply as a matter of course a copy ofa} RAILWAY 
letter which they had addressed to a local | 
authority to anyone applying for it. In | 
the present case the letter was one which | staple): I beg to ask the President of the 
they had sent to the district council in | Board of Trade whether he is aware that 
| the Midland Company has given notice 
| 


PASSENGERS’ FREE 
LUGGAGE. 
Sm CAMERON GULL (Devon, Barn- 


sanctioning a loan for sewerage, and 











a2) (ue sions, 
that from an early date the amount of 
free luggage that will be allowed to pas- 
sengers will be 150 pounds first class, 
and 100 pounds third class, and whether 
he will communicate with the other com- 
panies with the view of urging them to 
adopt a similar limit. 


Mr. HANBURY (for Mr. Rircnte): 
The Board of Trade are in correspondence 
with the Railway Association on the sub- 
ject of excess Inggage, and will consider 
the expediency of raising the point mde 
by the hon. Baronet in a subsequent com- 
munication to that body. The Board of 
Trade understand that several other im- 
portant companies have adopted the 
increased scale, and it is to be hoped that 
the example will be followed by others. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): Will the Board of Trade lay 
upon the table the correspondence up to 
date ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I will consult my 


right hon. friend as to that. 


PILLAR BOXES IN THE METROPOLIS. 
*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
he will state how many pillar letter boxes 
there are in the metropolitan area ; how 
many of these are divided into two com- 
partments ; how many of these latter are 
within the E.C. district ; and, what is the 
reason persons posting in one part of 
London are obliged to sort their letters, 
under pain of having the delivery delayed, 
while no such obligation is imposed on 
persons posting in other parts of London. 


Mr. HANBURY: The number of wall 
and pillar letter boxes (other than those 
in use at post offices) in the metropolitan 
In the Eastern Central 
district there are 156 boxes, ninety-nine 
being pillar and fifty-seven wall boxes. 
Of the ninety-nine twenty-six have two 
compartments, and of the fifty-seven 
twenty-three are double boxes, 7.¢., two 
placed side by side and counting as one 
box. The duplicating arrangement will 
be extended as rapidly as possible in the 
Eastern Central district. The reason 
why it is desired that letters for (1) 
London and abroad, (2) provinces, should, 
so far as the Eastern Central District is 
concerned, be posted separately, is that 


area is 2,988. 
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‘the two classes of letters are now dealt 
with in different buildings a mile apart, 
and that at the busiest parts of the day 
each class is taken direct to the office 
appropriated to that class. When they 
are not posted separately a certain portion 
of them must necessarily be taken in the 
first instance to the wrong office, and 
then it is sometimes impossible to avoida 
delay. 


*\MIr. COHEN asked whether it was 
intended to extend the system of duplicate 
boxes to the whole of London. 


Mr. HANBURY replied that the 
Eastern Central District must first be 
dealt with on account of the enormous 
number of letters posted in that district, 
and owing to the fact that room could 
not be found to deal with them at St. 
Martin’s-le-Grand. 


PALACE OF WESTMINSTER—WORKS 
DEPARTMENT—EMPLOYEES’ GRIEV- 
ANCES. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 

I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 

Works whether he is aware that for the 

last thirty years the men of the Works 

Department have had an outing on the 

first Saturday of July, and that on the 

occasion they have been in the habit of 
coming to work on the morning of the 

day, and withdrawing at about 8.30 a.m., 

and have received pay for one half day, 

paying for the outing themselves ; and 
will he explain why they have been this 
year deprived of this half-day’s pay. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. AKErs DovuGias, Kent, 
St. Augustine's) : The facts are as stated 
in the hon. Member's question. The 
practice referred to has applied, I under- 
stand, only to the works contractor's 
men employed about this building, and it 
is proposed to substitute some more satis- 
factory arrangement. Meantime the 
half-day’s pay this year will be made 


OC 
S ) vc. 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE REGULA- 
TIONS IN NORFOLK. 

Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture if his attention has been drawn to 
the resolutions with reference to foot and 
mouth disease passed by the Norfolk 
County Council on the 7th instant ; and 
whether, in the event of another out- 
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preak, the Board of Agriculture will adopt 
the suggestions put forward in those 
resolutions. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS $ (for Mr. 
Lona): [ have received a copy of the 
resolutions to which the hon. Member 
refers. I shall be glad to give them my 
very careful consideration, but [ could not 
prop rly enter into any undertaking as to 
the course which ic would be my duty to 
adopt should any further outbreak of the 
disease unfortunately take place. 


SANITATION IN) THE ISLAND OF 
LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
whether the Secretary for 
Seotland is aware that the medical officer 
of health for Ross and Cromarty in his 
report for last vear states that, ina town- 
ship in the Island of Lewis, there were 
forty-one cases of typhoid fever in a 
population of 300 within a period of six 
months, and points out that, although an 
isolation hospital is urgently necessary, 
the local authorities are powerless to pro- 
vide one owing to the rates for the various 
parishes throughout the island being 
already so high ; and, in view of the in- 
sanitary condition of many of the parishes 
in the island, will he consider the expe- 
diency of either urging the Treasury to 
provide the requisite funds for the erec- 
tion of an isolation hospital, or introduce 
levislation at an early date such as will 
wlmit of the Congested Districts Board 
applying a portion of the funds at its 
disposal for the erection and maintenance 
of isolation hospitals where urgently 
needed in the congested area. 


Mr. WEIR: T beg also to ask the 
Lord Advocate, as representing the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, whether he is aware 
that the last report of the medical officer 
of health for Ross and Cromarty shows 
that if the Sanitary Clauses in the Public 
Health (Scotland) Act were strictly en- 
forced in the Island of Lewis a large 
number of the inhabitants would be 
homeless ; and will he state what steps 
he proposes to take in order to place the 
island on a satisfactory sanitary basis. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr.° A. 
Grawim Murray, Buteshire): In reply 
to Questions 23 and 24 as to the sanitary 
condition of the Island of Lewis, I must 


point out that the enforcement of the new 
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provisions of the recent Public Health Act 
can be undertaken only gradually and 
with cation, both for the reason adduced 
by the hon. Member himself and because 
of the reluctance which he must know 
exists in the Highlands to removal and 
to isolated treatment of infectious cases. 
The Local Government Board are not 
inactive, and I know from official and other 
channels that progress is being made and 
that in some districts the present con- 
ditions compare very favourably with 
those observed not many years ago. [Tam 
informed by the Local Government Board 
that they are at the present moment in 
communication with more than one 
local authority in the island districts re- 
garding new hospital accommodation, 
and plans are in hand for an hospital in 
the Carloway district. The Secretary 
for Scotland is not prepared at present 
to undertake legislation in connection 
with the matter. 


SCOTTISH FISHERIES—AVOCH (ROSS- 
SHIRE) HARBOUR. 

Mr. WEIR: IT beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Fishery Board 
have now under consideration a proposal 
for improving the harbour accommodation 
at Avoch, Ross-shire ; and can the Board 
now see their way to make a grant in aid 
of the work. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: An 
application for a grant towards improving 
Avoch harbour has been received by the 
Fishery Board, and has been remitted to 
Committee of their number for a report, 
on receipt of which the Board will be 
able to arrive at a decision. 


DEPORTATION OF PAUPERS TO 
IRELAND. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division of Dublin, I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Camberwell Board of Guardians intend 
sending Joseph Jones to Ireland against 
his will, although he has spent forty years 
in London; and whether, pending a 
change in the law, he can arrange that 
Joseph Jones can be retained in Camber- 
well, 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): My right hon. 
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friend kas asked me to reply to this ques- 
tion. I do not know how Jong the pauper 
referred to has resided in England, but I 
understand that he has previously been 
twice removed to Treland, and that an 
order was obtained by the Camberwell 
Guardians on the 6th instant for his being 
again removed to that country. The 
pauper has, however, now given addi- 
tional particulars as to his residence in 
Camberwell, and the guardians are 
causing further inquiries to be made. If 
the result is to show that he is settled in 
Camberwell, the order will not be pro- 
ceeded with ; but there is no power to 
require the guardians to abstain from 
removing the pauper to Ireland pending 
any alteration in the law on the subject, 
assuming that he is legally removable. 

GREYaSTONES (CO. WICKLOW) 

FORESHORE. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): [beg to ask the President of the 
3oard of Trade is he aware that since the 


Board of Trade declined to prohibit the , 


removal of gravel from the foreshore 
below high-water mark at Greystones, 
county Wicklow, English steamers are 
engaged in taking cargoes of it to Liver- 
pool; whether the gravel is being sold ; 
and, if so, by whom; whether the land- 
lord of the foreshore above high-water 
mark has consented to the removal of the 
gravel ; and whether the removal of the 
gravel will endanger the safety of the 
Wicklow Railway line; and whether he 
will make an inquiry into the matter. 


Mr. HANBURY (for Mr. Rrrewir) : 
Gravel is to some extent removed from 
the foreshore below high-water mark at 
Greystones, but the Board of Trade do 
not know by whom, or where it is taken 
to. [understand that the owner of the 
beach above high-water mark allows 
gravel to be removed therefrom. The 
safety of the railway line is primarily a 
matter for the railway company, who 
have made no complaint on the subject, 
and at present the Board of Trade see no 
reason for an inquiry, as suggested by the 
hon. Member. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Is it not 
the duty of the Board of Trade to see to 
this ? 


Mr. HANBURY: No; the Board of 
Trade is not responsible, so I am_ in- 
formed. 
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Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Who has 
control, then, over the removal of the 
gravel ! 


Mr. HANBURY: I can only give the 
answer which has been placed in my 
hands. ; 
LISTOWEL-BALLYBUNION RAILWAY, 

Mr. FLAVIN: i beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of ‘Trade whether he 
can give any information as to the ap- 
proximate cost of the railway from 
Listowel, county Kerry, to Ballybunion, 
a seaside watering resort, which railway 
is built on the Lartigue single rail 
system. 


Mr. HANBURY (for Mr. Rircuir): 
The railway company state as follows 

* The Ballybunion Railway cost thirty-three 
thousand pounds, including purchase of land, 
rolling stock, and everything connected with 
it. 
This amount is shown in the 
Railway Returns laid before P 
as the total authorised share and loan 
capital of the company, the whole -of 
which has been paid up and raised. 


annual 


arliament 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is this the only rail- 
way on the Lartigue system to be found 


? 


in the United Kingdom ? 
Mr. HANBURY : I cannot say. 


GREEVEGUILLA (CO. KERRY) MAILS. 
Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that dissatisfaction prevails in the western 
portion of Greeveguilla, situate near 
Killarney, county Kerry, owing to the 
fact that there is not a daily delivery of 
letters in that district ; and whether, 
seeing that the Killarney Rural District 
Council passed a unanimous resolution in 
favour of a daily delivery of letters, and 
having regard to the representations made 
and the inconvenience caused, the Post 
Office authorities will take steps to 
remedy the grievance complained of. 


Mr. HANBURY: Applications have 
been received from persons residing in 
the .townlands of Toornanonagh and 
Leamyglissane, which are in the neigh- 
| bourhood of the Greeveguilla Post Office, 
jfor a delivery of correspondence oni six 
days a week instead of four, as at present. 
{In November last the delivery of letters 
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in the neighbourhood was increased in 
frequency from two to four days a week 
jn some cases, and from three to four days 
a week in other cases, and fresh returns 
are now being taken of the correspondence 
for the places in question, with the view 
of ascertaining whether a delivery every 
week day is now warranted. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Do I understand the 
right hon. Gentleman to say it is under 
consideration whether the application 


shall be acceded to ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, that is so. 


IRISH CATTLE SENT TO THE PORT OF 
LONDON. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: T[ beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if he can state by what anthority and for 
what reason cattle sent trom Irish ports 
are prohibited from landing at the Port 
of London, although up till about thirty 
vears ago such landing was permitted. 


Mr AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
Lona): There is no prohibition, so iar as I 
amaware, against the landing of cattle from 
Ireland in the Port of London, but they 
could not, of course, be brought to the 
Deptford Foreign Animals Wharf, which 
is devoted exclusively to the reception of 
foreign animals. 


M?NAGHAN PETTY SESSIONAL AP- 
PEALS—CASES OF M‘GUIGAN AND 
HUGHES. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
[heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, with refer- 
ence to the case of M‘Guigan and Hughes, 
sentenced at the Monaghan Petty Sessions 
Court to long terms of imprisonment, and 
denied the right of appeal on a techni- 
eality raised by the Crown, whether he 
will advise the reconsideration of the sen- 
tences witha view to their mitigation. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): It is not for me to act as sug- 
gested in the question. Any memorial 
from the prisoners, or on their behalf, 
praying for a mitigation of sentence, 
should be addressed to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant, in whom alone is vested the exercise 
of the prerogative of mercy. 
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BELFAST LAND COMMISSION 
INCREASES OF RENT. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been ealled to the recent 
increases of rent made at Belfast by the 
Land Commissioners, and to the  state- 
ment of Mr. Commissioner O’Brien as to 
the effect which these decisions are likely 
to have on rents in South Antrim and 
North Down; and whether, in view of 
the feeling produced amongst farmers in 
Ulster by the proceedings at the Commis- 
sion, rules will be framed for the future 
guidance of the sub-commissioners. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: My attention 
was only called to this matter by a news- 
paper cutting which I received from the 
hon. Gentleman on prrival at the House 
this afternoon. With respect to the 
second paragraph, the framing of rules is 
entirely one for the consideration of the 
Land Commissioners themselves. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT—RATE 
ADJUSTMENTS. 

Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 
aware that in many electoral divisions in 
Ireland, under the adjustment order of 
the Irish Local Government Board, a rate 
which has accrued due in past years 
before the passing of the Local Govern- 
ment Actis about to be levied ; whether the 
Irish Local Government Board have re- 
fused the application of several county 
councils in Ireland to permit the pay- 
ment of this rate, which must now be 
borne exclusively by the occupiers, to be 
discharged by instalments, on the ground 
that such a course would be in contraven- 
tion to law ; and whether, having regard 
to the fact that the landlords are now 
exempted from contribution to this rate 
for the payment of half of which they 
would have been liable had it been levied 
when it accrued due, any steps will be 
taken to relieve the occupiers of a 
greater liability for the payment of this 
rate than that to which they were 
originally subject, having regard to the 
fact that the responsibility for the delay 
in the levy does not rest with them. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This question 
presumably refers to an adjustment order, 
declaring in respect of each union the 


fo] 
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balances due from electoral divisions to 
the union, and from the union to elec- 
toral divisions. The answer to the second 
paragraph is in the affirmative. As 
respects the last paragraph, no steps can 
be taken to relieve the occupiers of any 
portion of the rate for the adjustment of 
the balances due from electoral divisions 
to the union, noron the other hand ean 
any allowances be made to the landlord 
Where a credit balance has been carried 
forward to a division by the order owing 
to the last rate made by the board of 
guardians on that division having been 
unnecessarily high. The debits and 
credits to be adjusted are, generally 
speaking, insignificant. 


IRISH LOAN FUND BOARD. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether his attention has been 
directed to the sixty-second annual Re- 
port of the Loan Fund Board for Ireland, 
which state. that the existing statutory 
powers of the Board are not. sutlicient to 
enable them to control effectively the 
operations of loan fund societies ; and 
seeing that the House of Commons Com- 
mittee of 1855 unanimously reported that 
legislation giving the Board — greater 
powers of control was necessary, whether 
he can state why nothing has been done to 
carry out this recommendation of the 
Committee, and when the Government 
propose to introduce a Bill dealing with 
this subject. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The answer 
to the first paragraph is in the afttirma- 
tive. As respects the second paragraph 
Iam unable to answer for my_prede- 
cessors for the forty vears following 1855, 
As the hon. Member is aware, a Bill has 
passed through all its stages in Parlia- 
ment during the present session which 
meets the most pressing of the difficulties 
and hardships of the existing position ; but 
the larger question of how to deal with 
the loan fund system generally is one re- 
specting which I am not prepared at the 
present moment to make any statement. 

Mr. DILLON: But why has nothing 


been done ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: We endea- 
voured to pass a Bill last year, but were 
prevented by the action of the 
Member and his friends. We have passed 
one this year. 
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Mr. DILLON: That Bill does not deal 


with the point raised in my question. 


BELFAST RATES. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether, 
having regard to Sub-section 9 of Seetion 
54 of the Local Government Act of 1898, 
the public health charge of 74d. in the £ 
in the city of Belfast is a rate for which 
immediate are proportionately 
liable under any Act at present in force. 


lessees 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL © ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): The rate of 74d. in the £ 
referred to is not a public health charge 
within the meaning of Section 54, Sub 
section 9 and Section 57 of the <Act 
of 1898, hecause Belfast is an urban 
sanitary district. It is the portion of 
the borough rate levied for defraying 
the expenses incurred under the Publie 
Health Acts in Belfast in pursuance of 
Section 226 of the Public Health (Ireland) 
Act, 1878, and the occupier has not by 
law any right of deduction in respect of 
the borough rate. 


GLEBE LOANS ACTS. 

Mr. M‘'GHEE (Louth, 8.): I beg te 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Treasury is making a 
profit out of the loans under the Glebe 
Loans Acts; whether he is aware that 
the Treasury amit that circumstances of 
hardship are suffered by loan 
borrowers ; and whether, in view of the 
fact that the Government are making a 
large reduction in the tithe-rent payable 
by Trish landlords, he can see his way to 
recommend the Treasury to make a sub- 
stantial reduction in the annual instal- 
ments payable by glebe loan borrowers 
in Ireland. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: [ understand 
the statement in the first paragraph is 
disputed by the Treasury. The second 
paragraph presumably refers to the pas- 
sage in Sir David Harrel’s letter of the 
6th May, 1898, which expressly points 
out that, in the opinion of the Treasury, 
any hardships suffered by present incum- 
bents are not of a kind calling for re- 
laxation of the terms of the loans to 
borrowers. 
fully placed by the Irish Government 


glebe 


before the Treasury, and any further 


The whole matter has been: 
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questions on the subject should be 
addressed to that Department. 


INSPECTOR GENERAL ROYAL IRISH 
CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether it is proposed to fill the 
position of Inspector General of Royal 
lrish Constabulary by the promotion of 
an officer serving in the force, or whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
fill the position by the appointment of an 
officer not belonging to the force ; and, if 
so, What are his qualifications for the 
position. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The position 
of Inspector General of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary has been offered to and 
accepted by Colonel Neville Chamberlain, 
at present in South Africa. In the 
opinion of the [rish Government he pos- 
sesses the qualifications of experience and 
capacity which fit him for the position. 


Mr. DILLON: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman say that this gentleman has 
any experience whatever of — police 
duties ! 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Not directly 
of police duties, but he has had plenty of 
experienve—in South Africa, for instance. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Has he ever served an 
hour in the Irish constabulary? Is_ it 
because he served in South Africa that 
he is going to be appointed over the heads 
of other officers ! 


[No answer was given. | 


CASE OF EDMUND CARMODY, 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that Edmund 
Carmody, of Cuss, county Kerry, who 
was convicted at the Cork winter assizes 
in December, 1898, and sentenced to three 
Years penal servitude, was mainly the 
support of his father and mother ; and 
whether, seeing that the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland has received a petition, largely 
signed by magistrates, clergymen, and 
the gencral public, praying for the release 
of the prisoner, who has now served more 
than half his sentence, he will recommend 
the consideration of his case. 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: [ have no in- 
formation as to the first paragraph. The 
case of this prisoner has been twice before 
the Lords .justices on a memorial for a 
mitigation of sentence —the last occasion 
so recently is April of this year ; but it 
was decided that the law should take its 
course. It 1s not my province to take the 
action suggested at the conclusion of the 
question. 


Mr. FLAVIN: May I again ask why 
the same clemency has not been extended 
to this man as was given to Lord Ken- 
mare’s bailiff ? 


[No answer was given. | 


IRISH COUNTY COURT ADMINISTRA- 
TION. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: On behalf 
of the hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division of Dublin I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
intends to introduce a Bill to amend the 
grievances complained of by traders in 
connection with the administration of the 
County Court Acts (Ireland), 


Mr. ATKINSON: I beg to call the 
hon. Member's attention to the County 
Courts (Ireland) Bill, introduced by the 
Lord Chancellor for Ireland, in another 
place, and which is down for the Com- 
mittee stage to-day. 


SUNDAY OPENING OF PUBLIC 
INSTITUTIONS. 

Mr. MASSEY-MAINWARING : [ beg 
to ask the first Lord of the Treasury why 
catalogues cannot be purchased in the 
National Gallery and other public 
galleries in London, although catalogues 
are procurable on Sundays at the Wallace 
Collection at Hertford House and at the 
National Portrait Gallery. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR : [ am informed, 
with regard to the National Gallery, that 
the demand for catalogues was so small 
when the gallery was first opened on 
Sundays thet the sale was discontinued 
when the police took charge of the Sunday 
opening. At Sonth Kensington I learn 
there was practically no sale, as every 
object is described on labels. As to the 
other places named in the question cata- 
logues are on sale, 








Business of 
LUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can now make a 
statement of the intentions of the Govern- 
ment as to the legislative business of the 
remaining weeks of the session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rise to make, 
in obedience to the promise which I gave 
to the right hon. Gentleman a week ago, 
my statement as to the future business of 
the session, and I think it will be con- 
venient if I divide the Bills now on the 
Paper into a series of classes, and take 
each class by itself. The first class con- 
sists of those measures introduced since 
the Government asked for special privi- 
leges as regards time. With regard to 
those measures, I promised the House 
that if they proved controversial they 
should not be pressed ; and of course that 
promise will be rigidly adhered to. The 
Government Bills introduced since the 
period I have named [ believe are three 
small Departmental ones—the Bill of my 
right hon. friend the Home Secretary, 
the Isle or Man Bill, which, I believe, ts 
wholly uncontroversial ; a small Bill 
introduced a few days ago by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer dealing with oil 
in tobacco—a Bill of which | 
myse!f quite ignorant, but which T under- 
stand mects with the general approval of 
those interesied in the matter; and the 
third bill is that introduced by my right 
hon. friend the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty, the Naval Reserves Bill, the object 
of which is to make it possible to embody 
sailors and marines after their first period 
of twelve years service in the Reserve. | 
earnestly hope that the House will think 
fit to pass that Bill, which, [ am con- 
vinced, will add materially to our naval 
defences and the strength of this 
country. 


CONTess 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
It has not yet been introduced. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. It is a 
very short Bill of one clause. If opposed 
it cannot be passed, bat [ hope it will 
not be opposed, There are some other 
Bills which I hope to pass with regard to 
which no pledge has been given and which 
cannot pass if they are opposed. They 


are the Larceny Bill, two Local Govern- 
ment Board Bills for Ireland, a Poor Relief 
Bill for Ireland, and the Diocesan Records 
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Bil. I have no ground for thinking that 
these Bills will meet with opposition 
in any part of the House, but if they do 
they will not be pressed by the Govera- 
ment. The third class contains the two 
annual Bills which the House has to deal 
with every session—iamely, the Public 
Works Loans Bill ana the Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill. These are Bills which 
the liouse will have to put on the 
Statute-book. Then i come to the fourth 
class, which includes small Departmental 
Bills, which I think can easily be dealt 
with in the interstices of more important 
or at all events of more far-reaching 
measures, and which will not, I think, 
actually prolong the session—the County 
Courts Investment Bill, the Inebriates 
Amendment Bill, the Post Office (Sites) 
Bill, the Elementary Education (£nugland) 
Bill, and two Irish Education Bills, which 
[ believe are desired by hon. Members 
opposite. That is the list of Depart- 
mental Bills. Then there are four Military 
Bills on the Paper which have come down 
to us from another place. Of these one 
is, Lam sorry to say, destroyed by the 
fact that it does not technically comply 
with the Standing Orders of the House— 
that is, the Manonvres Bill. I need say 
no more about that. There remain the 
Volunteer Bill, the Reserve Forces Bill, 
and the Military Lands Bill. The Volur- 
teers Bill isa short Bill. It is designed 
to carry out two objects unanimously 
recommended by the Committee which 
sat in 1894, and which it is exceedingly 
desirable should be carried cut. The 
Reserve Forces Bill is todo away witha 
defect which the recent mobilisation of 
forces in this country has hrought to 
light. It appeared that in order to carry 
out the present law it was necessary to 
mobilise no less than 8,000 men, and as 
soon as they were mobilised they had to 
he given leave of absence. It would he, 
I think, very important that we should 
put that measure on the Statute-book. 
The Military Lands Bill is one which I 
think—from all the conversation which 
reaches me and from discussion in the 
public press m regard to the necessity of 
increased accommodation for ranges and 
for the purposes of training in shooting— 
is really most important and ought to 
become Jaw. It makes workable two Acts 
which this House has already passed, but 
which, for reasons it would not be proper 
for me to enter into now, are rendered 
absolutely ineffective by technical defects. 
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[refer to the Acts of 1892 and 1897. I 
believe that when my hon. friend the 
Under Secretary for War has an oppor- 
tunity of explaining this Bill to the House 
it will probably be felt that it is a Bill 
which we ought to pass without any 
further delay. There is one clause in it 
which has led to a great deal of contro- 
versy, and as to which considerable dif- 
ference of opinion prevails. It is 
the clause providing for the use of the 
machinery of the Allotments Act for the 
compulsory leasing of lands to be used for 
nilitary purposes. There are obvions 
objections and difficulties both to the ob- 
ject of the clause and the method by 
which it seeks to obtain the object in 
view, and the Government do not pro- 
pose to press that clause on the House. 
With that reservation, [ hope that the Bill 
will not excite hostility in any quarter 
of the House. Then there are two Bills 
still before the Grand Committees —the 
Compuies Bill and the Money-lending 
il. «it would not be proper fer me to 
make a final statement now as to Biils 
which are not absolutely before the House 
at this moment, but I have every hope 


that both Bills may become law 
before the end of the present ses- 
sion, As regards the Companies Bill, 


the details have no doubt excited a 
great deal of commentary and animad 
version upstairs, but as regards the general 
principle we are generally agreed ; and I 
hope that the modifications which hav 
been introduced upstairs or promised for 
the Report stage are such as will mitigate 
or altogether remove the objections which 
may have been felt co the details, As to 
the Money-lending Bill, | remember that, 
when [ was making a parallel statement 
to this last session, the Leader of the 
Opposition then expressed his regret that 
we had found it necessary to abandon the 
further consideration of that Bill. [ think 
he singled it out from among other 
measures as one over which he dropped a 
pious tear ; and therefore I trust he will 
assist Us in our attempt to pass the Bill 
now. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


i may have another tear to drop. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T need not 
mention the Irish Tithes Bill and the 
Agricultural Holdings Bill, because they 
have reached the Third Reading stage, 
and the House will naturally expect them 
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to pass with no undue delay. We pro- 
pose to drop the Faccories and Workshops 
Bill, the Lunacy Bill, the Youthful 
Offenders Bill, the Savings Banks Bill, 
the Dogs Bill, the Sea Fisheries Bill, the 
Palatine Court of Durham Bill, and the 
Reformatories and Industrial Schools 
Bill. We cannot hope, either, to proceed 
further in the present session with the 
very important English educational 
measure which has recently been intro- 
duced in the Lords by the President of 
the Council. There is also a Scotch 
Hdueation Bill about which I fear I must 
say the same thing. This bill is one 
which we were particularly anxious to 
pass, but I have taken some trouble to 
inquire what views are held with regard 
to it ; and thongh I believe that in Scot- 
land generally it meets with a very large 
measure of support, yet it does raise 
more than one point of controversy, and 
is not popular in one or two districts in 
Seotland. In those circumstances, a Bill 
of that magnitude and importance can 
hardly hope to pass at the end of the 
session, but [ earnestly hope that no long 
delay will occur before it is reintroduced 
and passed into law. I have now gone 
over the whole list of Bills now on the 
Paper, and it only remains for me to 
speak with regard to Supply, as to which 
also the right hon. Gentleman has, I 
believe, a question on the Paper. If the 
House grants, as | do not doubt that it 
will, the three additional days which | 
am about to ask for, we shall have four 
days remaining for Committee of Supply, 
as well as one day for Report. But in 
addition to the Supply which has been 
asked for in the ordinary Estimates of the 
vear and in addition to any Supplemen- 
tary Estimates of the ordinary kind, it 
will be necessary for my hon. friend the 
Under Secretary for War to introduce a 
very important Estimate—important both 
as to its amount and as to the subject 
with which it deals. Among other 
services that Estimate will provide for 
what, [ hope, are the final payments for 
the South African War and the cost of 
the military operations in China, as well 
as some other very important items of 
Army expenditure. That is a Supple- 


mentary Estimate, but it appears to me 
that when an Estimate of that magnitude 
and dealing with topics of that impor- 
tance is introduced at this stage of the 
session it is only fair to the House that it 
should not be one of the counted days 
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in Supply, and therefore I shall endeavour only on the general ground, but because 
to make such arrangements as will allow I am not sure that one of the rem: ining 
the House to have one day’s discussion days ought to be given to the War Office 
on it, without trenching on the twenty- Vote. There must be further discussion 
three days allocated under the Standing of War Office affairs on the Supple- 
Order. My right hon. friend the) mentary Es:imate, and the War Office 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will also has already had much discussion. The 
have to ask the House before we separate | Vote has been held over in obedience to 
to make further financial provision to | the very proper suggestion of the Leader 
meet the additional expenditure which is of the Opposition in order that if unfore- 
required in the main, but not wholly, by seen events occur there may be an oppor- 
the Supplementary Estimate to which [tunity of discussion. 
have referred. I hope I have been clear, 
and that my statement will commend Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
itself to the approval of the House. E.): Of the remaining days, will not two 
be given, as usual, to the Colonial Office 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | and the Foreign Office Votes ! 
I would venture to suggest that the most 
convenient course for discussing the Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman) ordinary form of allocation, but I do not 
will be on the motion to be subsequently wish to be induced to go further than [ 
moved. It is always unsatisfactory to have already done. 
attempt to do so by means of question 
and answer. I have no doubt that hon. Mr. MACLEAN: Can the right hon. 
Members on both sides will find that the Gentleman now fix the date for the dis- 
more convenient plan for giving expres- | cussion of the Indian Budyet ? 
sion to their views. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will certainly 
Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin): | be next week. I trust that that will be 
‘Can the right hon. Gentleman give us satisfactory. 
some information which might facilitate j 
the discussion ! Will he say how he pro- Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 


poses to allocate the four remaining days Gentleman say in round figures what is 


of Supply ? the amount of the Supplementary Vote 
en : for South Africa ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend) knows the principle on which [The question was not answered. | 


the Government have invariably pro- 

ceeded—that is, to consult the wishes and ———- 

convenience of the House. I do not OUEEN ANNE'S BOUNTY BOARD 
° . . . vy pr ANNES > I DAT 

think it would be desirable for me to state * (JOINT COMMITTEE). 

at this moment how we shall allocate the 

days, because the course of events outside . ‘ . 
ohn erat ae aga from the Joint Committee, brought up, 

and other considerations make it incon- - Sata ¢ Mhaaaes lie he Table 

venient to settle the matter too lone | #@@ reads Heport to he upon the Ladle, 

‘er eure © and to be printed. [No. 277.] 


Report, with Minutes of Evidence, 


FIRE BRIGADES. 
Report from the Select Committee, 
brought up, and read ; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 278.} 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Have the Government power to give an 
additional day for the Supplementary 
Estimate ! 

Minutes of the Proceedings of the Com- 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, it is mittee to be printed. [No. 278.] 
possible, if I put some other business 
down first. MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Workmen’s 
Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill, 
| with an Amendment. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): Will a day be appropriated to the 
War Office Vote ? 

That they have agreed to—Railways 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. I (Prevention of Accidents) Bill, with 

-should be reluctant to promise that, not ' Amendments. 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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93 The Lrish Language 
(PREVENTION OF ACCI- 
DENTS) Bibl. 

Lords Amendments to be considered 
upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 


2Y9 | 


RAILWAYS 


THE IRISH LANGUAGE IN IRISH 
SCHOOLS. 

[PROPOSED MoTIon FOR ADJOURNMENT. ] 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask leave to move the adjourn- 
ment of the House in order to call atten- 
tion to a definite matter of urgent public 
importance—namely, the refusal by the 
Commissioners of National Education in 
Ireland to consider favourably the 
memorial presented to them by the 
managers of 1,200 National schools in Ire- 
land praying that in Ivish-speaking dis- 
tricts a bilingual system of education 
should be adopted, and that in other dis- 
tricts Irish should be taught as 9 re- 
munerated subject in school hours. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
has been good enough to hand me a copy 
of his motion, and I think that this is a 
question which I ought not to submit to 
the House under Standing Order No, 17 


as one definite and of urgent importance. 


Tae alleged grievance is in itself rather a 


general and a continuing one than of 
sudden urgency. What, however, prin- 
cipally influences me is the fact that the 
First Lord of the Treasury has stated to 
the House that the Irish Education Esti- 
mates will be taken on Friday ; and it 
is not only in accordance with the proper 
construction of the Standing Order, but 
in accordance with precedents, that where 
there is an almost immediate opportunity 
for discussing a matter of this kind that 
opportunity should not be anticipated. I 
feel hound, therefore, to say that I ought 
not to submit this motion to the House. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am sure, 
Mr. Speaker, that you will not 
think I desire to dispute your ruling 
in any way if I ask for permission 
to point out that only one remain- 
ing day is left for Irish Estimates. 
A new scheme of primary education 
covering a multitude of points must be 
discussed on that day, and it is impos- 
sible to hope that during one sitting of 


the House the whole of that scheme could | 


he discussed, and, in addition, this griev- 
ance about the I[rish language. There- 
fore, it is perfectly impossible that the 
Irish education scheme can be fully dis- 
cussed. Upon a point of order, I respect- 
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fully submit that the possibility of a dis- 
cussion taking place on some future date 
does not exclude this matter from the 
interpretation of the Standing Order, and 
I wish to call your attention, Mr. Speaker, 
to the interpretation which you have 
yourself given on this very point. On 
the 6th of April last you said 7— 

“The Standing Order presents some diffi- 

culty in interpretation. When I came to the 
Chair I found the practice of the Speaker had 
heen to deal with the question of definiteness 
himself.’ 
I wish to point out that this is not a 
general grievance, but a definite aet— 
namely, the refusal of the Commissioners 
to aecede to a particular memorial upon a 
particular point. You went on, upon the 
occasion I alluded to, to further state— 

“But as regards the urgency and public 
importance of the subject they have practi- 
cally always been left to the decision of the 
House by the rising of at least forty Members 
in their places. I say ‘ practically,’ for cer- 
tainly [ do not understand that the Speaker 
is bound to put a question as one of urgency 
and of publie importance if it is obviously 
ridiculous or frivolous, or so obviously unim- 
portant that the Speaker ought not to put it.” 
I submit that unless you, Mr. Speaker, 
take the view that this subject is “ ridi- 
culous or frivolous” it is in order under 
your ruling, which I have just quoted. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: On the occasion to 
which the hon. Member refers I was sud- 
denly asked a general question, and I do 
not pretend that the words I used con- 
tained a considered or exhaustive defi- 
nition of all the grounds upon which the 
question of leave to move should not be 
put from the Chair. The words “ ridi- 
culous and frivolous ” were, probably, too 
strong. On the present occasion I have 
considered the matter carefully, and I 
must adhere to my ruling not to submit 
the motion for the adjournment to the 
House. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is im- 
possible for me to contest the matter 
further, although I am led to hope that 
an opportunity will be forthcoming. I 
beg to give notice that on the Second 
Reading of the Primary Education Bill I 
shall move— 

“That this House declines to give any addi- 
tional powers to the Commissioners until they 
have amended their code of rules and regula- 
tions so as to provide for the teaching of [rish 
in the schools under their control.” 





+See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxi., p. 1427 











9) Business of the House 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 
Ordered, That three additional days be 


allowed to the Business of Supply.—(V/r. | 


A.J. Balfour.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (GOVERN- 
MENT BUSINESS). 

Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That, for the remainder of the session, 
Government Business be not interrupted 
under the provisions of any Standing 
Order regulating the Sittings of the 
House; and may be entered 


the conclusion of Government Business 


each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the | 


House without Question put.” — (Jr. 
A. J Balfour.) 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Ido not think that we have any reason to 


complain of the statement made by the | 
right hon. Gentleman, but there is one | 


point on which [ think the House 
expected to hear a little more. 
point which governs to a large extent the 
whole of his statement 
does the right hon. Gentleman expect 
that the House will be relieved from its 
duties? It is clear that 
going to sit well on into August it will be 


able to transact a larger amount of busi- | 


ness than it can undertake if it is inter- 


rupted at an earlier period, and, there- 
fore, though the right hon. Gentleman’s 


statement is satisfactory so far as it goes, | 


he has not told us what his views are on 
that question. Those 
only the Bills, but also the important 
question of Supply. There ave certain 


\ ie Vs 


Votes which must be taken, and on which | 
it is only right that the House should | 


havea full opportunity of discussion. I 
would name, for example, in such a year 
as this, the Colonial Ottice Vote. It em- 


braces not only the whoie of the South | 
African question, but the question of | 


Ashanti and other questions. Then there 
is the Foreign Office Vote, upon which 
the whole situation in China has to be 
considered. These two Votes appear to 
me to require a day for the discussion of 
each of them. Then the right hon. 
Gentleman passed somewhat lightly over 
the War Office Vote. There was force 


in the inquiry of the hon. Member for | 
West Belfast, when he asked whether a | 
day would be granted for a discussion of it. 
Although it is true that the War Office 
Vote can be suspended, as it were, and put 


(COMMONS) 


upon at | 
any hour, though opposed, and that at | 


It is the | 


and that is, when | 


if the House is | 


affect not | 
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| off until an advanced period of the sessiun 
|in order that we may have an oppor- 
tunity of considering the military ques. 
| tions generally, yet there are this year in 


| the minds of hon, Members many topies 


connected with that Vote and the conduet 
and disposition of business by the Seere- 
tary of State himself, which will surely 
require a considerable time for the dis- 
cussion which may be needed on that 
important subject. There are fifteen 
Bills which are more or less non-con- 
tentious, but a non-contentious Bill, | need 
haardly say, is not a definition which 
always maintains itself. Even in the 
course of half an hour since the right hon, 
Gentleman made his statement, one of 
'those Bills apparently has transferred 
itself to the category of being a conten- 
tious measure, because notice of an 
Amendment has now been given to it, 
which transfers it from one list to the 
other. On the whole, however, I see no 
reason to dispute in the main the classifi- 
cation of the right hon. Gentleman. But 
then we come to one or two Bills whieh 
come from the House of Lords, mostly 
military Bills. With regard to these, I 
say at tonce that I think the House may 
very well be called upon to consider and 
to pass the Reserve Forces Pill and the 
Military Lands Bill, which, as the right 
hon. Gentleman says, carry out the 
intentions which are already expressed 
in the regulations in 
the organisation of the 
} can hardly be denied that the Volun- 
teers Bill involves or may involve a 
| serious alteration in the character of 
the Volunteer force. It accepts as a 
permanent condition of service for Volun- 
teers a kind of service which has never 
| been contemplated hitherto. But I would 
appeal to the Government on broader 
grounds. [ think it is most undesirable 
at the end of the make a 


regard to 


Army. It 


session to 


material difference in the constitution 
lof the Volunteer force, or indeed I 
|}may say in any other branch of our 


military forces. We are all impressed 
with the necessity of doing everything 
we can to strengthen the detences of the 
Kimpire and to increase military efficiency, 
but that is not a thing to be done in a 
hurry. Many of those who are best 
qualified to advise the Government on 
such a matter are at present engaged in 
South Africa, and surely it would be 
hetter to defer the matter. What is to be 
gained by forcing the Bill through the 
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House under pressure ? 
to be reserved for fuller and wider con- 


sideration on the part of those who are | 


responsible for advising Parliament on 
the subject. On all these grounds I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman w ill not persist in 
the V oluntee rs Bill. If he does, lam afraid 
that there will be a considerable amount 
of time spent on it, and that it will evoke 
a considerable amount of opposition also, 
although it is not so much on the ground 
of that opposition as on the broader 
grounds I have mentioned that I would 
appeal to him. Then the right hon. 
Gentleman recalled the fact that I had 
last year personally expressed some regret 
that the Money-lending Bill was lost, 
but I would point out that an expression 
of regret at the way the Government 
have arranged their business is quite con- 
sistent with a perfectly good disposition 
towards the Bill itself, and when I ex- 
pressed some doubt a few days ago, it 
was on the ground that the — Bill 
had become so pushed towards the 
end of the session that it was 
almost hopeless to get it through its 
stages now. ‘There are one or two other 
Bills not mentioned by the right hon. 
Gentleman and which, I suppose, from 
the fact that the right hon. Gentleman 
has taken no notice of them, are also to 
be regarded as lost. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 
Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Iam not speaking of Government Bills. 
Is there no hope for other than Govern- 
ment Bills? Is not this a strange ar- 


rangement, that we have had Bills 
examined with the greatest care 
by Standing Committees, considered, 


amended, and turown into better shape, 
and then dropped without a word of 
regret, and without any possibility of 
making use of the pains, and labour, and 
time lavished upon them? There are 
two Bills not affecting this House which 
Ihave in my mind, and surely it is most 
desirable that some corner should be found 
for them. They are both Bills which 
would be extremely well received in the 
colonies, and now we are all speaking of a 
closer connection with the colonies and 
our desire to show a better feeling towards 
them. One is the Copyright Bill, which 
has passed the House of Lords, and which 
I believe has a clause embodying an 


{16 Jury 1900} 
The Bill ought | 


the protection of. the public. 
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struggling for for years and years, and 
which has now been licked into such a 
shape as to give perfect satisfaction to 
the Canadian | “people. I hope there may 
be means found of passing that Bill. 
Then there is the Colonial Marriages Bill, 
which has had a chequered career. It 
has now gone triumphantly through the 
House of Lords, and [ believe it is unani- 
mously desired by the colonies. Yet the 
Government, who are prating every day 
about their desire to consider the views 
of our colonial fellow-subjects in every 
way, now propose calmly to give the cold 
shoulder to this important Bill and pro- 
ceed with those comparatively unim- 
portant measures of which the right hon. 
Gentleman has given a list. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman may be able to 
modify in some measure what he has 
promised ; but I think what above all 
others would facilitate Government busi- 
ness and would be likely to put the House 
in a sympathetic mood, would be if the 
right hon. Gentleman could state now 
when, according to his estimate, the 
remaining business can be finally dis- 
posed of. 


Mr. LEIGHTON (Shropshire, Oswes- 
try): I hope my right hon. friend will 
adhere to his statement regarding the 
Bills by which he intends to lighten the 
ship ; but he referred to a certain Bill 
which he said would not be proceeded 
with if it were opposed. I mean the 
Diocesan Records Bill, which is opposed by 
at least two hon. Members on this side of 
the House. There are two notices of 
motion against, and so far as it has been 
discussed it has been by no means favour- 
ably received. I was very much surprised 
to hear my right hon. friend say that he 
proposed to push it through. I feel sure 
it will be opposed very seriously, and I 
hope my right hon. friend will not force 
it through the House of Commons at one 
o'clock or two o'clock in the morning. 


Mr. PICKE te ILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W. ): I have heard with great regret 
that it is cpepnntil once more to abandon 
the Lunacy Bill, because it is urgently re- 
quired, alike for the insane as well as for 
We have 
been told‘: no less ‘en’ avchority thar 
that of the Lord ‘Chantellor that ‘grave’ 
abuses have taken place. This Bill would 
provice’ safegaards’ égain st’ those abuses. 





arrangement which Canada has heen | and it also’ contains provisions which are 
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absolutely necessary for the proper ex- 
ecution of the principal Act. The Bill 
was originally introduced into Parliament 
in 1897. From that time it has been regu- 
larly introduced at the beginning of every 
session, and having passed through all its 
stages in another place, has been regularly 
abandoned in this House at the end of 
every session. I think that is very much 
to be regretted. The Government have 
treated this question, which is one of 
great social importance, with contemp- 
tuous indifference, and I think it is a 
public scandal that a Bill of this kind 
should be abandoned year after year, 
especially when we know that lunacy is 
unhappily increasing by leaps and 
bounds. There is an additional and 
very strong reason why this Bill should 
be proceeded with during the present 
session. We have been startled recently 
by revelations as to a practice which 
has been proved to exist in two metro- 
politan unions, and which | believe to be 
widely prevalent, under which poor law 
otticers—-— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
appears to me to be discussing the Bill. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL : I will, of course, 
submit to your ruling, Sir; but I think 
that I can show that my observations are 
strictly in order, and for this reason : 
The other day the Lord Chancellor gave 
a pledge that a clause to deal with this 
particular matter should be introduced 
into this Bill, and therefore, if this Bill is 
abandoned,? the special mode of dealing 
with the public scandal to which I have 
referred, which was indicated by the Lord 
Chancellor, will fall through. I think, 
under the circumstances, we are justified 
in asking the right hon. Gentleman, 
if this Bill is to be abandoned, what steps 
he proposes to take to give effect to the 
pledge of the Lord Chancellor? I hope 
this important matter will receive the 
attention which [ think I may fairly 
claim for it, and that the right hon. 
Gentleman will be able to reconsider the 
decision he has just given. 


Mr. DILLON : This motion was never 
made with less justification than on the 
present ‘occasion ‘It’ is & * recognised 
custom,’wher the Govertiment'asks the 


“>? See The Parlianentara Debctes {Pourth: 
Series}, Val. Ixxxiv.,; page 106s. 


Mr. Pickersgill. 
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(Government Business), 
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House of Commons to make what js 
really a very great sacrifice, for the House 
to examine into the use which the 
Government have made of their facilities 
during the session. During the many 
years I have been in close attendance jn 
this House no Government have made 
such a bad use of the time at their dis. 
posal, and have been less entitled to ask 
the House to make this sacrifice than 
the present Government. We have had 
many organised counts-out by — the 
Government during the session. We 
had to adjourn for a garden party—a 
thing unheard of in the history of this 
House. In fact throughout the session 
there has been displayed—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is entirely mistaken. The 
debate on the particular Bill he refers to 
was adjourned, but Government business 
was proceeded with. 


Mr. DILLON : Important Government 
business on that occasion was interrupted 
for the purpose of the garden party. The 
Government then put forward a non- 
contentious Bill, and afterwards organised 
a count-out, which was successful. [ 
believe it would have been more honest 
had the Government made the motion 
for the adjournment of the House. | 
allude to this matter as an illustration of 
the way the Government havetsed the time 
of the House at their disposal during the 
session. An impression has been created 
on my mind and on that of others on this 
side of the House, that the Government 
were in the same chronic position as the 
Irish judges who tried to persuade the 
public that they had something to do—a 
task of enormous difficulty. The Govern- 
ment have had little or nothing to do, 
and what they had to do they did not do. 
Instead of devoting time to discussing 
the misdeeds of the great public Depart- 
ments, to the scandals at and mismanage- 
ment of the War Office, and matters of 
real public interest—such matters as are 
concerned with the proceedings of the 
Executive Government itself—they have 
frittered away the time of the House in 
very uninteresting business. And now, 
at this period of the sessicn, they come 
down, as if they had been a hardworking 
and industrious Government, and put us 
in the position of being at their mercy to 
keep us every night to three or four in 
the morning. In my opinion they have 
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established no claim, by their conduct 
during the session, to that indulgence at 
the hands of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House told 
us that it was the intention of the Govern- 


ment to pass the Companies Bill and the | 
Money-lending Bill, besides a number of | 


other small Bills, including some Irish 
Bills, which he said were non-contentious. 


Some of these non-contentious Bills, I am | 


afraid, he will find out are contentious 


when we come to deal with them: and [| 
part, entirely opposed to the motion 


But I do 


presume they will be dropped. 


not believe that there is any prospect of | 


passing the two important Bills the 
right hon. Gentleman mentioned—the 
Companies Bill andthe Money-lending Bill. 
Having the misfortune of being on the 
Standing Committee on Law, I protest 
against the Government doing now what 
they have done before—introdacing Bills 
at this stage of the session they have no 
real intention of passing, and at the same 
time retaining Members locked up in the 
Committee rooms upstairs, where the 
atmosphere is atrocious, when there is no 
reasonable prospect of the Bills on which 
so much labour is expended being passed 
into law. [ repeat it is most unreasonable 
to ask us to sit after twelve o’clock on the 
pretence that the Companies Bill and the 
Money-lending bill are to be passed into 
law, when at a later stage the Government 
know they will be thrown overboard. But 
there is another ground on which I am 
entitled to oppose this motion, and that is 
the abuse of the time at the disposal of 
the Government in connection with Lrish 
questions. Irish business, this year and 
last year, was chiefly concerned-—as it 


generally is, except when some great Irish | 


measure is brought forward—with the 
administration of the Executive in Ireland, 
and I protest against the custom of the 
Government in limiting and narrowing 
the opportunities for discussion of the 
conduct of the Executive Government in 
Ireland. What has been done this year ? 
The Government have deliberately offered 
us only two nights for the discussion 
otf the Executive 
Irsland, while  thev 


have occupied 


nearly five nights of Government time in | 
endeavouring to drive through the House 
one of the most iniquitous and scandalous | 
House of | 
I ask, is that a just or a/| 


Bills ever submitted to the 
Commons. 


reasonable way to deal with Ireland ? We 
are told now that of the time which still 
remains to us we are to have only ene 
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further night to discuss Irish Supply, 
making three in all—a number utterly 
inadequate and insufficient. The result 


| will be that this, as last year, more than 


half of the most important of the Irish 
Votes—not to speak of the minor details 
of Irish expenditure—will be closured or 
passed without any discussion. I think 
that is one of the greatest invasions on 
the true province and rights of the House 
ever attempted in the history of Parlia- 
ment. For these reasons I am, for my 


before the House. I think this indulgence 
ought not to be given to the Government 
as a matter of course. It only ought to 
be granted when the House is convinced 
on examination that the Government 
have fairly and properly conducted the 


| business of the session and put the time 
placed at their disposal to a fair and 


proper use. Finally, I think that the 
Government on the present occasion, 
when they are asking for greater facilities 
for sitting so late, ought to have told us 
at all events the proximate date at which 
they intend to bring the session to 
a close. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that the 
most important matter announced by the 
Front Bench was that of the new Esti- 
mates. He called them new Estimates 
because they were practically new and 
raised new matters of policy. He would 
‘call attention to the provision of an order 
in the Business Paper which stated that 
any additional Estimates for any new 
service or matter not included in the 
original Estimates of the year should be 
submitted for the consideration of the 
Committee of Supply on any date not 
later than two days before the Committee 
closed. He was very anxious that that 
order should be observed, for there could 
he no question that in fact these were 


new Estimates, and would raise very 
serious questions which might even 


become more serious before the Com- 
mittee discussed them. He congratulated 
Her Majesty’s Government on having 
abandoned several Bills to which he him- 
self had given his most determined oppo- 
sition, including the Dogs Bill, the 
Savings Bank Amendment Bill, and the 
Undersized Fish Bill, his opposition to 
which had become historical. That Bili, 
| which was the invention of the opposite 
side, had been introduced in different 
‘forms on six different occasions, and 


| 


+ Bey 
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had been too lightly 
present Government. He congratulated 
the Government on having, for the sixth | 
time, abandoned an attempt to prevent | 
the people from getting cheap food, and | 
he hoped the attempt would never be | 
renewed. He thought the motion of 
the Leader of the House was | 
a very reasonable one. The First 
Lord of the Treasury had men- 
tioned thirty Bills which might conceiv- 
ably be passed, and which the right 
hon. Gentleman hoped might be passed 
before the end of the session ; but he had 
sacrificed half a dozen of them, and more 
certainly would have to go. He believed 
that both the Companies Bill and the 
Money-lending Bill would also have to 
go. In the meantime the right hon. 


Gentleman had sacrificed three Bills in | 


which he was particularly interested, and 
he expressed his gratitude to and admi- 
ration of the right hon. Gentleman for 
his sound discretion. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON 


said that one of the measures which the 


First Lord of the Treasury proposed to | 


proceed with was the Companies Bill. 
He would ask why a measure of such 
great gravity was not introduced at an 
earlier period of the session. The Bill 
was still being discussed upstairs, and it 
was most unreasonable to ask the House, 
when the measure 
consider involved 


Amendments which 


very important variations of the perma- | 
nent law of the country in regard to one | 


of the most important branches of juris- 
prudence, in the small hours of the morn- 


ing. If this measure was to receive | 


adequate discussion it should be debated 
at an early period of the evening. 


*Mr. CHANNING protested against 
the motion. The fact that it had to 


be moved was a condemnation of the | 
Her Majesty’s | 


conduct of business by 
Government. The right hon. 
man had to put to his 


Gentle- 
credit a 
reform in the 


very important 

duct of the business of the Honuse— 
namely, the allocation of certain 
days for the discussion of Supply. 


He desired to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether 


to sit up to any hour of the morning to 
discuss Bills of great importance was an 


indication that he and those who w orked | 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 
adopted by the | 


(Leeds, 8.) | 


came down there, to | 


con- | 


in the present state of | 
business the fact that he asked the House | 
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with him had not given sufficient con. 
sideration to the essential point that these 
| Bills ought to have been introduced and 
| discussed in the earlier part of the session, 
In recent years the earlier days of the 
' session had been wasted in desultory dis- 
cussions on Supply, which it would haye 
| been advantageous to have brought to an 
| earlier conclusion. He hoped that the hon, 
| Member for East Mayo would divide the 
| Houseagainst the motion. He thought that 
| 


instead of the House being asked at this 
time of the year to sit up to all hours to 
attempt to clear up important points and 
deal with important measures, as had been 
the case of late years, they ought to be 


taken earlier in the session. The right 
hon. Gentleman would remember that 


during the present session he had given 
members—and no doubt he had gained 
| popularity in consequence—a much longer 
recess both at Easter and Whitsun‘ide. 
That was an altogether wrong principle, 
and it would have been much better if 
the House met earlier and forced im- 
portant business through at an earlier 
date, and this portion ot the session given 
over to lighter and mere uncontroversial 
work. He wishec to support the hon. 
Member for South Leeds with regard 
to the Companies Bill. It would be a 
very grave error of policy if that Bill 
were not proceeded with and passed into 
law during the present session. Both he 
and other Members of the House would be 
quite willing to form part of a quorum 
inorder to help to carry such bills forward, 
and they would deeply regret it if the 
Companies Bill was not passed. As 
‘an illustration of the way in which very 
important measures were rushed through, 
he drew attention to the fact that the dis- 
cussion on the Third Reading of the Hous- 
ing of the Working Classes Bill was cur- 
tailed and shortened in a manner which 
was very prejudicial to the interest of the 
great towns of thiscountry. It was quite 
time that the way of crdering the busi- 
| ness of the House, and the almost inde- 
cent manner in which it was conducted, 
was altered. All the labours of the Grand 
Committees with regard to the Companies 
Bill, and other important Bills, might 
| now have to be thrown aside, and all the 
arrangements of the Government showed 
lack of consideration. It would be dis- 
creditable to the House if they did not 
clear up a creditable amount of work 
before they separated. He expressed a 
hope that in the future the work of the 











105 


sessit 
enab 
porté 
the s 
notic 
day 

raise 
That 
the 

Hou 
sonu 
imp 
side! 
Colo 
of a 
Afri 
and 
two 
be ] 
mon 
day 
It w 
cour 
was 


Li 
shire 
has 
the 
a fe 
now 
Hou 
forn 
stan 
nil. 
man 
as tl 
cont 
ther 
busi 
the 
of oO 
conc 
priv 
pus! 
shot 
dav 
two 
ver) 


\ 
Bor 
Gov 
wit 
refc 
Bill 
sect 
as 
All 


me! 


poi 





104 


con- 
hese 
and 
ion, 
the 
dis- 
lave 
) an 
10n, 
the 
hat 
this 
S to 
and 
een 
» be 
ght 
hat 
ven 
ned 
ger 
de. 
ple, 
Pat 
im- 
lier 
yen. 
sal 
On. 
urd 
Da 
ill 
1to 
he 
he 
m 
rd, 
he 


As 


1e 











105 Business of the House 


session would be so rearranged as to | 
enable the House to discuss the most im- 
portant business in the earlier part of 
the session. With regard to Supply, he 
noticed the provision to take an extra 
day in order to consider the questions 
raised by the Supplementary Estimate. 
That was a reasonable concession to 
the interest of the public and the 
House ; but he hoped they would have 
some assurance that the two most 
important Votes which had to be con- 
sidered before the session closed—the 
Colonial Vote, which involved the conduct 
of affairs in Cape Colony and South 
Africa, which was of vital importance, 
and the Foreign Office Vote, for which 
two full days ought to be assigned—-would 
be brought on at the earliest possible 
moment ; and that the earliest possible 
day would be given to the Colonial Vote. 
It would be most unsatisfactory to the 
country and to the House if that course 
was not pursued. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Chorley, Lanca- 
shire): I am in charge of a Bill which 
has gone through this House, and also 
the House of Lords, which has made 
a few trifling amendments in it, and it 
now awaits the consideration of this 
House. The amendments are of a purely 
formal character, but as the motion now 
stands the chances of the Bill passing are 


nil. I wish to ask the right hon. Gentle- 


man whether he could meet such a case 
as this, and other measures which are un- 
contentious, by allowing us to try and get 
them through after the 
business is concluded. By this motion 
the Government appropriate the whoie 
of our time, and I wish to ask, on the 


conclusion of public business, that we | 


private Members should be allowed to 
push forward our Bills. I suggest that we 
should be allowed fifteen minutes each 
day, otherwise, by the operation of the 
two words “I object,” we shall lose some 
very useful measures. 


Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I cannot help thinking that the 


Government are dealing rather harshly | 


with the Bills of private Members. I 
refer particularly to the Temperance 
Bills, one of which has passed first and 
second reading, and through Committee 
as well, and will now be sacrificed. 
All these Bills are based on 
mendations of Royal Commissions ap- 
pointed 
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Government | 


caretully. 


recom- | 


by the Government and two | 
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of which were appointed by the pre- 
sent Government. Those Commissions, 
after sitting several years and after 
grave consideration, came to unanimous 
conclusions upon certain topics. The 
Government not being prepared to legis: 
late upon them, private Members have 
brought in Bills dealing with one or two 
of the minor points, and the Government 
give them no facilities whatever. I hope 
temperance people will take into con- 
sideration that the Government now want 
to take all the remaining time, and they 
cannot find time for temperance leyisla- 
tion for the reason that there are six 
Military Bills, and the whole time of the 
House has been used for the discussion of 
military measures. Not a single hour 
can they find for temperance legislation, 
which would be carried through without 
a division. Then, with regard to the 
Companies Bill, I cannot understand why 
this Bill has not passed into law. I can- 
not conceive a greater insult to the House 
of Commons. A Grand Committee has 
been sitting for days, considering this 
Bill very carefully, and I do not believe 
that there has been any waste of time. 
The President of the Board of Trade does 
not suggest that the discussion has been 
unduly prolonged. The Government 
then go through the farce—for it is a 
farce unless it is proposed that we should 
carry it through— to suspend the Standing 
Orders to extend the time so that we 


may have an opportunity to carry 
it through. Is it to be expected 
that the Grand Committee should 


consider this very important Bill, 
sitting for an extra hour each day, 
when they know perfectly well that 
it is not proposed to give a Third 
Reading to the Bill? If that is so, it 
inflicts considerable humiliation upon the 
Grand Committee. The right hon. 
Gentleman ought not to have asked them 
to consider it unless he proposed to pass 
it. Here is the most important Bill of the 


| session, when one takes into account the 


interests with which it deals, and the 
changes it proposes to make in the exist- 
ing law ; and when one considers the com- 
plicated character of its provisions, it is 
a Bill that should be considered very 
As the right hon. Gentleman 
has said, it is a Bill as to the principle of 
which there is no difference of opinion, 
but that is exactly the kind of Bill that 
requires the most consideration. When 
a bill is introduced, and there is a con- 
tention as to the principle, Amendments 
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are very often moved for the purpose of | to ask the House to discuss these matters 
weakening it ; but where the principle is | in the early hours of the morning. 
agreed, Members join together in moving 
Amendments to strengthen the Bill, and Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
this is the Bill which the Government|I am much afraid if the right hon. 
cannot find time before twelve o’clock to | Gentleman takes the advice of the hon. 
consider. For this the right hon. Gentle-| Gentleman behind him he will not pass 
man the First Lord of the Treasury is | the Companies Bill this session. It is a 
responsible. He has managed matters in| very impertant Bill, but we know that 
such a way that the most important Bill| some hon. Gentlemen are not very de- 
is introduced at the end of the session. | sirous that the Bill should become law; 
It is then taken upstairs, where it cannot | but if it is to be passed I hope the right 
be disposed of until the end of this| hon. Gentleman will not listen to the 
week, and it cannot be betore this House | appeal that has just beeii made. There 
until next week, when other Bills} is another Bill which has been sent down 
will prevent its being taken until | from the House of Lords, the Bill for the 
after twelve. I support the appeal | prevention of corruption, a most admirable 
of my hon. and learned friend, that the | Bill, which may be said to be a Govern- 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of | mental if not a Government Bill. It 
the Treasury shall give us a pledge not} was brought in by the Lord Chief 
only that the Bill shall be carried through, | Justice. Now we know perfectly well 
but that it shall be considered at atime} that in the House of Lords there 
when Members are able to apply their| are a great many judicial Gentlemen 
energies to it without distraction. of the very highest ability and reputa- 
tion, and when a Bill has found favour 
Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 5.W.), | with them we may regard its being sent 
who was several times called upon to | here as an appeal by the Lord Chief Jus- 
speak up, was understood to say that he | tice and the judicial bench of the House 
would like to ask a question with regard | of Lords to the House of Commons to 
to the Government proposals as to the | carry it through. This is a Bill which 
widows and children of those who fell in| makes certain things frauds which are 
the war. The right hon. Gentleman had} not frauds at the present — time. 
said in answer to a question that it was|I have before now expressed a 
the intention of the Government to deal | not very high opinion of the House of 
‘vith that matter. What he now wished | Lords ; but I always wish to be fair, and 
to know was whether, before the House! I think when the House of Lords does 
separated, the Government would | practical work we ought to give them 
announce to the country the proposals | encouragement by passing the Bills they 
they had in view, and whether the right | send to us. Now, I should like to ask 
hon. Gentleman would undertake that! one or two questions as to Supply. It 
the Patriotic Commissioners would not be | has been suggested that we shall have 
allowed to pursue their old tactics of | five days allotted to ordinary Supply and 
accumulating the funds, which they had | one day given to the Colonial Oftice Vote, 
already begun to do. If the right hon. | and one each to the Foreign Office and 
Gentleman could give an assurance on| War Office Votes ; but I very much doubt 
that point it would be of considerable | whether one day will be sufficient for the 
importance to the country. He i-Iso | Colonial Ottice Vote, because we have to 
desired to join in the appeal to the} deal not only with South Africa but 
right hon. Gentleman not to take the | several other matters—Ashanti, and so 
Companies Bill after twelve o’clock, for a/| forth. With regard to the Foreign Office 
reason which had not been put to the | it is very desirable that some important 
House. The Bill had come down from | discussion should take place before the 
| 








the House of Lords, and a great many | House breaks up in regard to China. The 
points had been deferred for considera-| right hon. Gentleman may say that we 
tion, and if those important points were | have the opportunity on the Supple- 
going to be raised at two or three| mentary Vote, and he also tells us that 
o'clock in the morning a _ great | that is to cover money which is required 
deal of harm might he done to/ for both China and South Africa. Sucha 
a very useful measure. He therefore | discussion I do not think ought to be pro- 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman not | longed beyond twelve o’clock. The matter 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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js a large and important one, and we 
know very well that after twelve o'clock 
speeches are not reported, and the debate 
is somewhat perfunctory. If it goes over 
twelve o'clock, I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will consent to give it another 
day. There is one other question. I 
do not ask him to give the precise 
figure of the Estimate, but I should 
like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man to tell the House what his idea 
js with regard to the future, about what 
the amount is of the Vote that he intends 
to ask for, together with the amount that 
the Government has in hand, so that we 
might form an opinion as to whether we 
are going to have an autumn session, as 
is suggested in the press, or whether we 
are going to have no further session of 
this Parliament. This is a very interest- 
ing question, and we should like to have 
all the light which the right hon. Gentle- 
man can throw upon it. We do not wish 
him to tell us whether he is going to 
alvise Her Majesty to dissolve the Parlia- 
ment in the autumn ; but if he will tell us 
about the amount of the Estimate and 
what the amount of the borrowing powers 
of the Government are we should be very 
interested, and it might help us to reason 
the matter out. 


*CotoneL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-on-Avon) said he required no 
information on the point just mentioned, 
because whether the dissolution came 
early or late he hoped that Ministers would 
be prepared to face the consequences. He 
desired to support the appeal of the hon. 
Member for South Leeds with reference to 
the Companies Bill, that it should not be 
brought on for Report unless there was 
time to consider it seriously. He quite 
appreciated the fact that the members of 
the Grand Committee, who had spent so 
much time upon it, would feel disap- 
pointed if it did not pass, and there were 
a great many others who would be 
equally disappointed. The hon. Member 
for Northampton suggested that there were 
certain Members who did not desire to 
see it pass. He was not one of those. 
He wished to see it pass, but after con- 
sideration and in such a shape that it 
would not be at once rendered a dead 
letter by the legal gentlemen outside 
Parliament, who were even now preparing 
to drive a four-horse coach through it. It 
was a bill of enormous importance, even 
to the working classes of the Midlands, 
who at the time of the cycle boom, when 
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many bogus companies were promoted, 
put their earnings into various companies. 
The Bill was only introduced on the 26th 
of June, and it was impossible in so short 
a time to consider it as it ought to be 
considered, and to form such a Bill as 
ought to pass. The labours of the Grand 
Committee had not been wasted, and the 
Government would, after consideration, 
be advised to take up certain points, and 
he thought that another year, by taking 
up the Bill earlier in the session, a more 
complete and valuable measure would 
result from their efforts. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) 
drew attention to the fact that on other 
occasions when this motion had been 
moved the right hon. Gentleman had 
stated that it was not the intention of 
Her Majesty’s Government to keep the 
House late every night. Although the 
right hon. Gentleman had given no such 
intimation on the present occasion he 
trusted that the House might assume 
that that was the case now. He under- 
stood that the House was to have Supple- 
mentary Estimates brought before them 
during the present session ; but if that was 
the case, he apprehended they would be 
in a difficulty with regard to the Colonial 
Vote, because, as he understood the pro- 
gramme, three extra days had been given 
for Supply. The Irish Estimates were 
to be given one day, and if the Colonial 
Vote and the Foreign Office Vote took 
another day each, there would be no time 
left to discuss the War Office or any other 
Vote. Having regard to the importance 
of the foreign affairs all over the world, 
he hoped further time would be given. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Several ques- 
tions have heen asked and many pledges 
have been demanded from me, and while 
[ cannot say that I shall be able to gratify 
all those who have made remarks, I shall 
endeavour as well as I can to go seriatim 
through the list of questions. The hon. 
Member who has just sat down says he 
hopes the sittings will not be unduly pro- 
longed. I am very reluctant to put undue 
strain upon the House, but, althongh I 
hope there will be no formidable amount 


of business of Supply or of late sittings, I 


am not able to give any specific promise 
to the House on the subject. As regards 


Supply, I have said that I would so 
arrange that there would be one addi- 
twenty-three 
May 


tional day outside the 
‘allotted days. I hope to do that. 
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I point out to the hon. Gentleman, as far 
as the Foreign and Colonial Offices are con- 
cerned, that there will not only be an oppor- 
tunity of discussing them on the ordinary 
Votes, but there will be an opportunity of 
discussing, at any rate, very large and 
important sections of these questions 
upon the Supplementary War Estimates 
which concern the granting of money 
for South Africa and money for China. 
In addition to these opportunities there 
is, of course, always the opportunity 
given by the different stages of the 
Appropriation Bill; and I am boynd to 
say that that seems to me sufficient, even in 
view of the exceptional circumstances in 
which the House finds itself. 1 think the 
Leader of the Opposition was a little un- 
just when he suggested that an inadequate 
time had been already given to the dis- 
cussions of the War Office Estimates. 
The immense amount of time given to 
those discussions this session must have 
escaped his attention. It has not been 
an undue amount, [ agree. Undoubtedly 
the War Office has been the office above 
all others before the public, and on which 
discussion may seem most legitimate. 
But I have done my best to add up 
roughly the number of nights given to 
War Ottice discussions, and I cannot make 
them out to be less than seventeen. To 
give seventeen days in one session to the 
discussion of one Department is surely not 
anfair even in the eyes of those most 
‘greedy of discussion and most anxious to 
probe the War Office questions to the 
bottom. In this annual debate the 
Leader of the House finds himself a sort 
of target to be shot at from many diffe- 
rent quarters. There are the gentlemen 
who say thatall the Bills which have been 
passed are trumpery and trifling measures, 
and that it is the Bills about which 
there is any doubt which are the important 
measures, and measures which it would be 
monstrous to drop. Then there are those 
who say, “ Though the Government’s Bills 
may be all very well, look at the private 
Bills abandoned by the Government ! Let 
the Government press on with those and 
the House will be satisfied.” Then there 
is a third and the commonest class of all, 
who say, “Above all do not sit after 
twelve o'clock.” And there are others 
who say, ‘‘ However important it may be 
to pass this Bill or that, it is most 
important of all to give us an early 
holiday.” All these appeals excite my 


sympathy, but they cannot all be grati- | 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


' fied, if hon. Members will go to bed when 
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the clock strikes twelve, if they will be up 
on the Ist of August, and if they will pass 
these great measures; these aspirations 
are evidently mutually contradictory and 
cannot all be satisfied even by the most 
ingenious arrangements of public business, 
And if they are contradictory aspirations 
and cannot all be satisfied, as mani- 
festly they cannot, I do hope the 
Leader of the House may not be 
supposed to be in fault because he 
cannot make such arrangements as will 
enable hon. Gentlemen both to eat their 
cake and have it also. The hon. Member 
for Northampton wanted to know what 
the amount of the Supplementary Esti- 
mate was. My. hon. friend the Under 
Secretary for War is not in the House, 
but the Estimate will be soon in the hands 
of hon. Members. I[ am afraid, however, 
that a disappointment is in store for the 
hon. Member for Northampton. The 
amount, even if I could give it down to 
the minutest fraction, would throw no 
light on the problem which interests him. 
The amount would be the same if the 
House of Commons were scattered to the 
winds in the next fortnight, or if it were 
to drag out a lingering existence to the 
last day allowed by the law. The Esti- 
mate has been framed wholly apart from 
those Parliamentary considerations which 
are so interesting to the hon. Member; 
and I am afraid that no light will be thrown 
upon them by the publication of the details 
for which the hon. Member is desirous. 
My noble friend the Member for the 
Chorley Division has made an appeal in 
favour of a Bill in which he is interested, 
and which has passed this House and the 
other House with only two or three 
trifling Amendments. Another Bill which 
has passed this House and in which only 
very small Amendments have been intro- 
duced in another place is the Bill giving 
compensation for accidents to agricultural 
labourers. It is evident that Bills of that 
character ought not to be sacrified, and I 
think it is quite usual and invariable, 
when the Government has asked for these 
special privileges, that such non-contro- 
versial private Bills should be starred 
and therefore escape from the drastic and 
destructive effects of the resolution which 
I now ask the House to pass. I notice 
that there are two Bills in the list which 
I read, which I hoped were non-contro- 
versial in their character, but with regard 
to which strong opposition has been an- 
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nounced in the course of the debate. | 
One is the Diocesan Records Bill | 
and another is an Irish Bill with respect | 
to which the leader of the Nationalist | 
party has declared his intention of moving | 
an Amendment. {Mr. DILton : The | 
four [rish Bills are controversial.| Then | 
I suppose the four Irish Bills will have to | 
be dropped. The hon. Member for 
South-west Bethnal Green reproached 
the Government with having dropped the 
Lunacy Bill. [ greatly regret that it has | 
been dropped ; and I quite recognise that 
there are important provisions which it is | 
really most desirable to pass into law | 
without delay. But the Bill is a long 
one. It contains a large number of mis- 
eellaneous administrative reforms which | 
it is impossible to pass through the 
House without considerable discussion ; 
and therefore it is with the greatest re- | 
luctance that I feel bound to adhere to 
the decision already come to not to press | 
the measure on the attention of the 


House. I think I have dealt with almost 
every point which was raised, 
except the Companies Bill. I stated 


at the beginning of the debate | 
that that is a Bill which I hope 

will be allowed to pass; and I see no} 
reason why it should not pass. The right 

hon. Gentleman said that I had missec 

the most important element in my state- | 
ment, because [ refrained from giving any | 
date for the probable adjournment of the | 
House. That date can never be given 
with assurance, and it could be given 
with less assurance than ever this 
year, because there are not only the 
Bills which I have mentioned, but the 
financial proposals which have to be 
made, to be taken into account. I do 
not like to say within a day or hour—or 
even within several days—when the 
session will come to an end; but I shall | 
he greatly disappointed if it does not end 
during the week beginning 5th August. 
I hope it will not be later than the ordi- 
nary time ; it may be even earlier. I do 
not see why it should not, if the House | 
sets to work in a businesslike fashion. 
It is true that the hon. Member for East | 
Northamptonshire, who is peculiarly | 
violent in his criticisms of the conduct of 
public business, said that it was outrageous | 
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| that we should have had such long holi- 


days at Easter and Whitsuntide ; and he 
‘desired that we should get up on Ist 
August. When the hon. Member is 
Leader of the House he will find that 
ideal, though a delightful one, is not easy 
to realise. It is possible to induce the 
House to take fairly long holidays at 
Easter and Whitsuntide, and especially 
when they meet, as this year they have 
done, in January ; but it is not possible 
to induce the House to get up on 
Ist August. 


*Mr. CHANNING: On the contrary, [ 
offered to stop longer, to help pass Bills 
like the Companies Bill. I thought the 
House ought to stop longer. My sugges- 
'tion was that the great Bills should be 
taken earlier in the session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I demur from 
the hon. Gentleman on that point. The 
Bills we have taken earlier in the session 
are very important Bills—quite as im- 
portant as any that remain, so that the 
only difference between us is that the 
hon. Member would have taken the Com- 
panies Bill before the Housing of the 
Working Classes Bill. It is a matter on 
which the hon. Member and myself are 
hardly likely to agree. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): What 
about the point raised by the hon. Mem- 
ber for South-west Manchester, with 
respect to the funds of the Patriotic 
Commissioners 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: With all 
deference to my honourable friend, [ do 
not think that it is very relevant to this 
discussion; but I think it is extremely 
likely that we shall be able to inform the 


| House what our proposals are before the 


But on that pvint [ 
On the whole, | think 
been unkindly 
severest of our 


end of the session. 
make no pledge. 

the motion has not 
received, even by the 


critics, and [ hope that without a division 
'we may now proceed to the ordinary 
| business of the day. 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 240; 
Noes, 114. (Division List No. 219.) 


AYES. 


dailey, James ( 
Baird, John Get 
Balearres, Lord 
Jalfour, Kt. Hn. 


Aird, John 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arnold, Alfred 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 


Atkinson. Rt. Hon. John 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 


janbury, Frederick George 


Walworth) Barry, its. Hn. A. HLS. (Hunts) 


yrge Alexi mn 


| Bartley, Geor; ge C. TL. 
| Beach, Rt. Hn. ‘SirM.H.(Bristol) 
A.J.(Manceh’r) | Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
| Bethell, Commander 
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Bigwood, James 

at Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodric sk, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 

3uxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A (Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (G:eenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J (Birm) 
( Seer ge Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Hon. Henry 

Cc Slaten. Spencer 

a helsea, Viscount 

Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Cox,l[rwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-( Cardigan 
Digby, John k. D. Wingtield- 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 5. 
Dyke,RtHon SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Evershed, Sydney 

Faber, George Denison 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fereusson, Rt HnSirJ(Manehi 
Finch, George H 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Laneaster) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. AG H(Cityof Lond.) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans} 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon. Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Rt HnG.J(StGeorge’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Ed. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Guay, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D. (Wed’sbury 
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Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury , 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 


' Gull, Sir Cameron 


Gunter, Colonel 

Hamilton, Rt.Hon. LordGeorge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 


Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) | 


Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
same Sir Win. Henry 
Houston, if 

Howard, - ae 

Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. J. H.C 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jes-el, Captain Herbert M. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnsSirU 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Altred 
Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea,Sir Thomas( Londonderry) 
Lecky, RtHon William Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leishton, Stanley 

Llewe! yn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns'a 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttleton, “2 Altred 
Macartney, W. Ellison 
Macdona, John umming 
M‘Arthar, William (Cornwall 
M‘Ewan. William 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, HnW.F. 
Mellor, Colonel] (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Mesey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Vionk, Charles James 

More, Robt..Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Mon.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Paulton, James Mellor 


A. G. (Bute , 
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Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Percy, Earl 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes., Newton 
Platt- Higevins, Frederick 
Pollock, Hi: urry Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest Ge s0rge 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW, 
Robertson, Edmund (Dandee) 
tobertson, Herbert( Hac ramen 
Robinson, Brooke 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 
Russell, ‘Tl’. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Savory, Sir Jeseph 
Seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Sidebottom, William (Derbyst 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclaiv, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spencer, Erne et 
Stanley, Hon. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Es dw: a I; is.(Sumerset 
Stanley, sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tayeart 
Stirling-Max well, Sir Jolin M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talboc, Rt. Ha. J.G. (Oxf d Univ 
Tennant, Harold Jolin 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, we Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James le slie 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. (Kent) 
Warr, Augustus I cedesie k 
Welby, | it.-ol. A.C. E .(T’nt'n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton- under-L 
Whitmore Charles Algernon 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
W ilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. Re. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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NOES. 


Abraham, William(CorkN.E.) | Hedder wick, Thomas Chas. H. 
i Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Allison, Robert Andrew | Hogan, James 
Ambrose, Robert Holland, Willis 


Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Bailey, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 


Jameson, Majo 
Joicey, Sir Jan 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Jones, David Brynmor (Swans ) 


| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(LanesS. W 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Redmond, John E.(Water ford) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
tobson, William se vdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 


Francis 
unm Henry 


r J. Eustace 
1e8 


Birrell, Augustine Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) | Shaw, Charles E. (Statfor:) 
Blake, Edward Kearley, Hudson E. | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Broadhurst, Henry Kitson, Sir James | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Labouchere, Henry | Spicer, Albert 

Burns, Jolin Langley, Batty | Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


Caldwell, James 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 





Clark, Dr. G. B. Lough, Thomas 
Colville, John Macaleese, Dan 
Commins, Audrew MacDonnell, Dr. 
Crean, Eugene MacNeill, John 
Crilly, Daniel M‘Dermott, Pa 


Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) M‘Ghee, Richar 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 


Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 


Dalziel, James Henry M‘Leod, John 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Maddison, Fred 
Dillon, John 


| Mather, 
Moulton, — 
| Norton, Capt. ¢ 


Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Dann, Sir W ‘li: umn. 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


O'Brien, Jaines 
O'Connor, Arth 


Lawson,SirWilfrid (Cumb’nd 
Lewis John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
William 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W 


Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. hiadonl W.) 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 

W hiteley, George —- 
Whittaker, Thsmas Palmer 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts. ) 
Wilson, HenryJ. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, Jolin (Govan) 
Wilson,Jos. H (Middlesbrough 
Woodhouse SirJ T( Hudderst’d 
Woods, Samuel 


iel 
M.A.(Qn’sC.) 
Gordon Swift 
triek 

dl 


Fletcher 
fecil William 


F. X. (Cork) 
ur (Donegal) 


Flynn, James Christopher 1 OC — T. P. (Liverpool) Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co) | O’Kelly, Jaines Yoxall, James Henry _ 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | O'Malley, William TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Griffith, Ellis J. Palmer, od ve W. (Reading) Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Harwood, George Pickard, Benjamin Patrick O’Brien. 
Ordered, That, for the remainder of would be a Report stage. There 
the Session, Government Business be not had been notice given of Amendments 
in respect of the matter on which 


interrupted under the provisions of any 
Standing Order regulating the Sittings of 
the House; and may be entered upon at 
any hour, though opposed, and that at 
the conclusion of Government Business 
each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 
House without Question put. 

TITHE 


RENT - CHARGE 


BILL. 
Third 


(IRELAND) 


Order for and 


discharged. 


Reading read, 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be re committed in respect 
of the New Clause (Exclusion of certain 
annuities and rent charges), and the | 
Amendment to the Schedule.”—(Mr. 
G. W. Balfour.) 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- | 
dee) thought they hada right to complain 
of the way the House had ‘deen treated in 
respect of this Bili. When it was intro- | 
duced it understood 


was 








that there Gentleman now proposed. 


it was now proposed to recommit the 
sill. It was distinetly understood then 
that the Bill would be taken in the 
ordinary way on Report. There never 
was a Bill which more required to be 
subjected to the usual procedure of the 
House, for it was one of the most 
technical they had seen in this or any 
session of Parliament. He wished to 
refer to the point in regard to which it 
was proposed to recommit the bBiil. It 
was a point on which the right hon. Gen- 
tleman got entirely into a mess when the 
Bill was in Committee. After refusing 
to accept his Amendment, the Attorney 
General for [reland consented to consider 
the question before the Report stage. 
Now there was to be no Report stage. I 
they were to go into this question at all the 
House should have an opportunity of con- 
sidering whether they preferred to keepthe 
schedule intact and to strike out Clause 4, 
or to proceed in the way the right hon. 
For his part 
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he would prefer the schedule intact, 
because it specified the words of the Act 
of 1872 to be repealed, while the repeal- 
ing clause did not so specify the words. 
The House was to be reduced to this 
process if the Government would not con- 
sent to recommit the Bill indefinitely and 
generally, but he hoped that at least an 
Amendment would be consented to which 
would give the House an opportunity of 
deciding between the repeal clause con- 
tained in the Bill and the repeal portion of 
the schedule. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
$.) moved to omit all words after “ re- 
committed,” in order to recommit the 
measure generally. The motion of the 
Chief Secretary, though not out of order, 
was very much out of ordinary form and 
routine. The motion of the right hon. 
Gentleman was to confine the effect of the 
re-committal to one clause only, and that a 
new clause. The records of Parliament 
could be searched in vain for the recom- 
mittal of a Bill on a new clause, and a 
new clause alone. The procedure now 
proposed to be adopted was altogether 
unprecedented. There were many Amend- 
ments the Irish Members had intended 
moving on the Neport stage, some of them 
of vital importance. There was one in 
particular which the right hon. Gentleman 
the Attorney General promised to consider, 
and he gave the House to infer that his 
decision would be brought up on Report. 
But when a Bill passed through Com- 
mittee without Amendment the Report 
stage as a matter of convenience was 
abrogated. That had happened in this 
case, but how ? On the very first day on 
which the Bill was under discussion the 
hon. and learned Member for North Louth 
proposed several Amendments. Those 
Amendments were not accepted, but a 
pledge was given by the Chief Secretary 
that he would frame a clause and submit 
it to the House on the Report stage. The 
Bill was discussed at considerable length, 
and then-at the last moment the right 
hon. Gentleman suddenly declined to 
move the Amendments standing in his 
name, thus avoiding the Report stage. 
Such a contrivance to bar discussion ought 
not to be used. The Government had 
resorted to an extraordinary process, which 
as a rule was used only when certain 
matters arose between the Committee 
stage and the Third Reading. 


useful for the Government should 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


{CUMMONS} 


What was | 
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also be useful for the Opposition, and 
therefore he hoped the House would agree 
to recommit the Bill in regard to all 
matters. The Bill—a very technical one 
—had throughout been conducted in a 
very high-handed manner. There had 
been twenty divisions, four of which were 
on motions for the closure. On _ the 
Wednesday when the discussion had been 
closured, he drew the attention of the 
Chairman to the fact that by the main 
question being put in the form it was two 
most valuable Amendments would be shut 
out of all discussion. The Chairman 
admitted that that would be so. If the 
Bill was recommitted generally those 
Amendments could be reproduced and 
argued, and it was therefore only fair that 
such a course should be adopted. One 
Amendment especially was absolutely 
essential, as it raised the tremendous ques- 
tion of the construction of the statute. 
The Government would not dare to apply 
the procedure now proposed to any other 
than Irish Bills; but the high-handed 
conduct of the Government would, to 
some extent, be remedied by recom- 
mitting the Bill as a whole. If the right 
hon. Gentleman agreed to this he could 
rest assured the Irish Members would 
not abuse in the slightest degree the power 
thereby given. Nota single reason could 
be urged against the Amendment except 
that the Government desired to burke 
discussion and prevent the bringing 
forward of arguments revealing the true 
intent of the Bill. The course the 
Government were taking amounted 
almost to a breach of faith, but he hoped 
the Chief Secretary would agree to 
concede the point now asked. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the words from the word 
‘re-committed,’ to the end of the question.” — 
(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I rise strongly to support the 
Amendment, not merely on grounds par- 
ticular to this Bill itself, but on general 
grounds relating to the procedure of this 
House. At a preceding stage of this Bill 
I felt it my duty to enter my most solemn 
and even vehement protest against the 
action of the right hon. Gentleman in 


charge of the measure, and I assume that 
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the House appreciates the fact that the | quately and scantily discussed that really 
Government are to-night establishing an | that Chamber was only fulfilling its duty 


entirely new precedent. 
on the Third Reading a Bill should be re- 
committed is a motion not often made, | 
but when the motion is made it is usually | 
made in either of two contingencies— 
either when there is a general assent to 
the motion, or when 
have found it necessary to make what is 
usually a literal correction in a_ Bill. 
There may be a third contingency in 
which such a motion would he justifiable, 
and that is when the Government find 
that through some oversight they have 
neglected to fulfil a pledge to any sec- 
tion of the House. But neither of these cir- 
cumstances exists at the present moment. 
There is no wnexpectedness in the 
matter ; there is no mere literal change 
to be made; there is no general assent. 
What the Government have done is 
to employ what, without using the word 
offensively, I may describe as a device, 
the object heing to escape from one of 
those stages of investigation and examin- 
ation to which the wisdom of many cen- 
turies has deereed Bills should be sub- 
jected. In other words, the Governmen 
have adopted this device in order to do 
away with the Report stage of the Bill. 
That is a stage which has for centuries 


been regarded as one of the inevitable 
and necessary stages of a measure. I 


know of only two occasions on which 
that stage has been avoided. One was 
when the present Leader of the House 
was able to get an Education Bill through 
Committee without Amendment. That 
was a small Bill in many respects, and I 
do not intend to go back on the contro- 
versy. The other occasion was when a 
sill was passed without Amendment 
through a Committee upstairs by a Mem- 
ber sitting on these benches, the Report 
stage being thus avoided. But I believe 
there was scarcely an evening for three 
months on which that hon. and learned 
Member was not indicted by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite for the unusual, unprece- 
dented, and it was almost suggested, the 
indecent course he had adopted in getting 
the Bill through withont accepting any 
Amendments, and I believe that that 
very act contributed finally to the re- 


jection of the Bill in another place, because 
it was argued that a Bill passed through 
Committee in this indecently hasty way, 
without the acceptance of any rational 
Amendment, must have been so inade- 


She Government | 


The motion that | as a revising assembly in refusing to carry 


|the Bill into law. I would remind the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
‘that the illustrious person who used this 
‘argument with such disastrous effect was 
the present Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
but now the very course which was used 
as an argament for rejecting that measure 
is being adopted by the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself. This Bill is to be recom- 
mitted for the purpose of putting in a 
new clause which stood upon the Paper 
for several days. If the right hon. 
Gentleman could come down and say, “I 
want the Bill recommitted, because, 
since it passed through Committee, it has 
suddenly struck me that an improvement 
might be made in it,” we would have no- 
thing whatever to object to. But the right 
hon. Gentleman is in no such position, 
because the clause was upon the Paper for 
several days, and, in fact, was put there 
in fulfilment of a pledge given by the 
Government. We are therefore in this 
position : the Government are asking the 
House to take this unusual and wholly un- 
precedented course for the simple purpose 
of avoiding the Report stage. I strongly 
support my hon. and learned friend in 
the demand that if the Bill is re-com- 
mitted at all it should be re-committed in 
its entirety, so that we may have the 
same rights of proposing Amendments as 
the Government now seek, 


N (Cork, N.E.) contended 
tantamount to a breach 
of faith had been committed by the 
Government. An undertaking was given 
across the floor of the House on the first 


Mr. FLYN 


that something 


night of the debate on this Bill that 
a new clause should be brought up 
later. It was not so brought up, but 


several days later it was placed on the 
Paper, and then at the last minute the 
Government forced the Bill through by a 
mechanical majority and amended their 
own hand. Instead of having the clause 
discussed in Committee they, in order to 
avoid the Report stage, had brought it 
forward in such a way that it could not 
be properly discussed. The arguments 
of the hon. and learned Member tor North 
Louth on the fitst clause were such that 
| they convinced the Government, and the 
Leader of the House promised a clause 
which should, if possible, meet the views 
‘which had been expressed. The clause 
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duly appeared on the Paper, but to the 
surprise of everybody, after having 
suspended the twelve o'clock 
the Government withdrew their own 
clause, and it was now _ brought 
in in its present form. Under these 
circumstances, he trusted the House 
would support the Irish Members in 
objecting to a course which was not only 
unprecedented in the procedure of the 
House, but which unquestionably was not 
in accordance with the spirit of fair play 
and equity towards a minority in the 
House. The Irish people were deeply 
interested in this Bill, because it affected 
an Irish fund, and therefore they were 
justified in protesting against the action 
of the Government as uncandid, unfair, 
and tantamount to a breach of faith, 
breaking the spirit, if not the letter, of 
their own promise in regard to the most 
controversial point in the whole Bill. The 
course suggested in the Amendment was 
one in accordance with Parliamentary 
procedure, and it was more convenient 
that instead of recommitting the Bill in 
respect of a single new clause, it should 
be recommitted in respect of all the 
clauses around which so much discussion 
raged, and in respect of which the 
Government had refused to accept any 
Amendments. 


*Mr. CARVE)LL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield): Although not an 
Irish Member, I think it right to join in 
the protest which has been made against 
what I deem to be the unfair treatment 
of the House by the Government in con- 
nection with this measure. The intention 
of the Chief Secretary was, no doubt, to 
move this clause in Committee, but he had 
been successful in securing the rejection 
of every Amendment proposed by the 
Irish Members, and I suppose it oceurred 
to him then that, if he abandoned for the 
time this intended clause, he would 
succeed in getting rid of the Report 
stage. The temptation, I imagine, was 
too strong to be resisted, and now he 
comes to the House asking to enjoy an 
exceptional position, in submitting a 
clause which ought to have been moved in 
Committee, while the rest of the House 
are virtually deprived of the opportunity 
of submitting other Amendments which 
they might desire to propose. I think it 


right to call the attention of the House to 

the fact that this method of procedure, 

call it by what name you will, appears to 
Mr. Flynn. 
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rule, | 
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| be part of the settled policy of the present 


Government. It has happened in previous 
sessions, and it is happening now. It js 
sought to abolish the Report stage of 
Bills, avoid discussion, and to prevent 
Members exercising the full rights of 
membership of this House. Notably is 
this the case in regard to Bills which 
come from Standing Committees. The 
anomaly is greater in such cases, because 
the whole of the Members of the House. 
with the exception of those who are 
Members of the Standing Committees, are 
deprived of all opportunity of moving 
Amendments to Bills which are before the 
House. It is a quite common process for 
the Government, or anybody else in 
charge of a Bill, to move an Amendment 
on the final stage of the measure, but in 
such cases usually all Members of the 
House are placed on a footing of equality, 
But by this method the Government are 
curtailing the rights and_ privileges of 
Members of this House, and [ think it is 
high time notice were taken of it, and that 
steps should be taken to prevent the con- 
tinnance of such a policy m the future. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said it could not be imputed as a fault to 
the Government that they had succeeded 
in persuading the Committee of the whole 
House to pass their Bill without amend- 
ment. But although that complaint was not 
quite justified by all the circumstances of 
the case, he could see no good reason 
why Her Majesty’s Government could not 
accept this Amendment. It seemed to 
him that having arrived at this stage, 
and the Government having found it 
necessary for their own purposes to re- 
commit the Bill, he thought it was only 
fair that the recommittal should be a 
general one. He was most anxious that 
every one and even the smallest of the 
privileges of hon. Members of the House 
should be maintained, and should be 
brought into operation to show that they 
were being maintained. Perhaps hon. 
Members opposite raight once again be in 
power, and then he thought the House 
might require every safeguard in case 
mischievous proposals were submitted. In 
regard to what had been said about Grand 
Committees, he thought that the practice 
of sending measures to Grand Committees 
was a great abuse. If a Bill was not good 
enough to stand the criticism of a Com- 
mittee of the whole House, it was not good 
enough to introduce into the House at all. 
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tomake the recommittal a general one. 
If they recommitted the measure for a 
specific purpose only they might find it 
necessarv in the course of discussion to 
go into other matters. When he looked 
at the last line of the only clause in 
respect of which it was proposed to re- 
commit the Bill, he found that it dealt 
with a matter of considerable importance. 
Sub-section 4 of the new clause provided 
that— 

“This section shall not extend to a mort- 
gage or a marriage or other family settlement 
or arrangement. 


If that was the only thing—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: These are questions 
which will be in order when the new clause 
is before the Committee. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he only 
mentioned that to show that other ques- 
tions might arise. He saw no reason 
why Her Majesty’s Government should 
not accept this Amendment. 


*SenJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
Ido hope that if Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment do not aecept this Amendment the 
House will carry it. I think it is quite 
a reasonable proposal, and Irish Members 
have great reason to complain of the course 
pursued by Her Majesty's Government in 
this respect. Three-fourths of the Mem- 
hers from freland are bitterly opposed to 
this Bill, and they represent the feelings 
of their constituencies. The Irish Mem- 
bers opposing this measure consist of 
three-fourths of the eutire representation 
of Ireland, and they are the only people 
who ought to attempt to correct bad 
legislation or promote good legislation for 
Irelanc. Three-fourths of the Irish re- 
presentatives are opposed to this Bill, 
and throughout its various stages they 
have sought to make various Amend- 
ments. On the discussion of Amend- 
ments which were moved to the very first 
section of the Bill there was a great 
deal of argument, and = it was 
pointed out that some gross injustice 
axl some gross anomalies would follow 
from the operation of the first section of 
the measure as it was originally intro- 
duced. Several hours were taken up in 
the discussion of that section, which 
struck very much at the root of the 
principle of the whole Bill, and in order 
to shorten the discussion and get rid of 


{16 Jur 


He hoped the Government would agree | 
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the difficulty the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite stood up and said he would bring 
up a clause on Report which would meet 
the difficulties which had been raised. For 
my part, [ confess that | was quite satis- 
fied with that assurance, and I believe all 
my hon, friends below the gangway were 
quite satisfied. Then the Committee 
passed on to other Amendments, and to 
other clauses in the Bill. A discussion 
arose about repealing one section, and a 
difficulty was pointed out by the hon. and 
learned Member for Dundee. Again to 
shorten discussion and to hurry this Bill 
througn the House in the face of the 
opposition of three-fourths of the Irish 
representatives, it was suggested that an 
amendment would be proposed and a new 
clause would be brought in by the Govern- 
ment dealing with the point in dispute 
upon the report stage. We were also 
quite satisfied with that assurance. Upon 
the fourth night of the discussion 
of this revolutionary and confisca- 
tory proposal what happened? In 
the first place the twelve o’clock rule 
was suspended. We all know that the 
suspension of this rule drives a great 
many reasonable men away from the 
House, and it is an effectual way of 
throwing a wet blanket over the busi- 
Imake no secret of saying that 
legislation in that manner after twelve 
oclock upon serious matters is a mere 
farce and delusion. Having closured the 
Bill on the fourth night no new clause is 
brought up and no Report stage becomes 
necessary, and by this ingenious strategy 

and I believe in calling a spade a spade 
——the report stage of a very contentious 
Bill was avoided by Her Majesty’s 
Government in order to force this ob- 
noxious Bill down the throats of the un- 
willing Irish people. And now the 
Government come up with this new 
clause and invite its discussion. For the 
sake of fair play to hon. Members from 
Ireland, I hope hon. Gentlemen opposite 
will support the Amendment of my hon. 
friend the Member for South Donegal if the 
Government do not accept it, and thus 
allow Irish Members the benefit of having, 
as it were, a Report stage of this Bill. 


ness. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
Boroughs): I hope the Government. will 
consent to make this recommittal of the 
Bill one of a general character. During 


the discussion of this measure we have 
reasonable Amendments 


seen the most 
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constantly rejected. Surely it is not 
right to lay down that whatever the 
results may be or whatever injustice may 
follow, a measnre must be carried verbatiin 
et literatim in the particular form in which 
it is presented to the House. What is the 
House of Commons for if it is not to be 
allowed to make even the smallest and 
most reasonable amendment in the Bill ? 
I disagree with the hon. Gentleman 
opposite who has stated that there is not 
enough intelligence on this side of the 
House to draw up such an Amendment as 
may be necessary to improve this Bill. 
The fact of the matter is that it is not a 
want of intelligence on this side of the 
House, but the difficulty is a want of 
scruple on the other side of the House. 
Unfortunately, this is the case also with 
another Bill. It was only the other day 
that a Minister said upstairs that an 
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Amendment should not be allowed 
because, if it were accepted, the 
Report stage would follow. Ever 


since the commencement of this Parlia- 
ment the Government have trie] to pre- 
vent Bills being altered in order to save 
the Report stage. I trust that the 
Government, from a sense of ordinary 
justice and fair play. will allow Irish 
Members to discuss the rest of the Bill in 
the light of this clause, for which it is 
now proposed to re-commit the Bill. — It 
appears to me that we are entering upon 
courses that are dangerous and which are 
verging upon being of an unconstitu- 
tional character. Of course, the Govern- 
ment have acted according to the rules of 
the House in what they have done, but 
it is for them to consider and decide 
whether, in keeping themselves strictly in 
order, they have not transgressed the 
rules of fairness which ought to govern 
every Administration. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I have to 
thank the hon. Member opposite for the 
support he has given us upon this Bill. 
The hon. Member for King’s Lynn has 
reproached us in regard to our incapacity 
to persuade hon. Members opposite to 
support our Amendments, but how is that 
possible when hon. Members opposite 
were absent during the discussions, and 
only appeared when the division bell 
rang? I never met witha debater in 
Committee who was able to persuade hon. 
Members to forsake the smoke room, the 
tea room, or the terrace by the reason- 
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had any large body of hon. Members 
opposite listening to us when the Bill was 
discussed, except on the last night when 
the rule was suspended. On many 
occasions I counted the number of Mem- 
bers present on the benches Opposite 
during the discussions, and they generally 
numbered about six. You cannot per- 
suade the party opposite as to the 
reasonableness of any Amendments when 
there are only six of them present. It 


has been said that we have had a 
gool many cases during the admini- 


stration of the present Government of 
Bills being forced through the Com- 
mittee verbatim et literatim for the purpose 
of avoiding the Report stage. In the case 
of this Bill a totally new practice has been 
instituted. In all previous cases, as far 
as my memory carries me, when a Bill 
was forced through the Committee with- 
out the alteration of a word or a comma, 
it was forced through on the ground that 
the Minister in charge maintained that no 
reasonable Amendment had been proposed 
by the Opposition. That was the 
only ground which could be put forward, 
What is the present case? That is not 
the ground in the present instance, be- 
cause on the very first night of our 
debate the Government admitted that a 
reasonable Amendment had been pro- 
posed, and they promised to bring up a 
new clause during the Committee stage 
of the Bill. Although at a later date 
they refused all our Amendments, they 
admitted that upon this particular ocea- 
sion the point raised was worthy of their 
consideration, and would be dealt with 
during the Report stage. But what have 
the Government done now! In this 
respect they have started an absolucely 
new practice in this House. Having pro- 
mised to meet these difficulties, when they 
saw themselves in sight of the promised 
land of no Report stage, they immediately 
withdrew their pronuses, and they sought 
by adodge or a piece of strategy to sweep 
away and abolish the Report stage, be- 
cause they saw that these Amendments 
could be put in by a recommittal of the 
Rill. I say that is an absolutely un- 
heard-of practice. Hitherto, when the 
Government have admitted the necessity 
of an Amendment, they have been bound 
to deal with it in Committee or upon Re- 
port stage. This practice is one which 
may have very extraordinary develop- 
ments. What is there to prevent a 


ableness of his Amendment, and we never Radical Government doing the same 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 


i 
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thing? What is there to prevent a) 
Government admitting that five, six, or 
ten Amendments may be necessary in 
Committee, and saying they will consider 
them on the Report stage, and then 
forcing the Bill through without an 
Amendment, and thus escaping the Re- 
ort stage by proposing a recommittal of 
the Bill? This isa deliberate attempt, for 
the first time in the history of the House 
of Commons, to cheat hon. Members, 
because we are a small minority, out of 
the rights which the Standing Orders 
of this House have given to us. That 
is a serious charge to make, but it is 
a perfectly true charge, and if this 
practice is persisted in it may be the 
starting point of an absolutely new 
practice. We have lost one or two 
stages of Bills already. The First Read- 
ing of a Bill is always taken under 
the ten minutes rule, and we are now 
threatened with a _ total abolition 
of the Report stage. If the present pro- 
cedure is tolerated we shall soon be 
within measurable distance of a condition 
of things when there will only be the 
Second Reading and Committee stages of 
aBill, with the possibility of a recommittal. 
I am surprised to see Conservative 
Members and a Conservative Government 
taking such an active part in this mode 
of procedure. It has been said that a 
time may come when you will do what 
you accused the Volksraad of doing— 
namely, the flinging down of a Bill upon 
the Table of the House and passing a 
resolution, and then claiming that that 
resolution has the power of law. I shall 
not be surprised if I live to see the day 
when the Government will walk down to 
this House, place a Bill on the Table, and 
move “That this Bill be now made the 
law of the land.” I think it is quite time 
that hon. Members of this House realised 
the position into which they are drifting. 
Ido not think it will be in order now to 
deal with the nature of the recommittal, 
or discuss the question as to whether 
there ought to be a complete recommittal 
of the Bill, The Government motion is 
a curious one, and it reads as follows— 
“To commit the Bill in respect of a new 
clause, and aun Amendment to the schedule.” 
I think that motion is slovenly drafted, 
hecause we do not know what the Amend- 
ment is. I should like to know, when a 
Bill is recommitted in respect of an 
Amendment, are we entitled to move any 
other Amendment? Is the Billrecommitted 
entirely, or are we confined to the 
VOL. LXXXVI. [Fourru Szrtes.] 
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‘any other Amendment. 
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Amendment which actually stands on 
the Paper ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Discussion is confined 
to the clause standing on the Paper. 


Mr. DILLON: What I am not clear 
about is whether after the Bill is recom- 
mitted we shall be empowered to move 
Supposing we 
were to recommit the Bill in respect to a 
particular clause, would it be open to us 
to move any Amendment to that clause ? 
When we recommit this Bill in respect 
to a particular Amendment have we the 
right to amend that Amendment ? What 
I have to say in reference to the nature 
of the Government proposal will, of course, 
more fittingly come when the proposal of 
the Government is.made. I have only 
this further remark to make, and it is 
that I distinctly understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to promise that this matter 
would be considered and dealt with on 
the Report stage, and as regards the 
words of the Chief Secretary there is no 
mistake about them, for he distinctly 
promised that the new clause would be 
dealt with in Committee at the end of 
the Bill. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) said that the question referred 
to was the repealing of a certain clause 
under the Act of 1872, and what was 
promised was that if it was not already 
repealed a proposal to that effect would 
be made by the Government. Upon look- 
ing carefully into the matter he found that 
Clause 32 was repealed, and there was no: 
necessity to introduce another clause. 


Mr. DILLON said that what the 
Government had done on the present occa- 
sion had never been done in the House of 
Commons before, and upon that ground 
he strongly supported the Amendment of 
his hon. friend the Member for South 
Donegal. He hoped they would obtain 
the support of all hon. Members opposite 
who did not wish to see the procedure 
upon Bills in the House deprived of 
certain safeguards. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 


_E.): I may say that my own personal 


view is that I do not like the practice of 
passing Bills through Grand Committee 
and then simply asking the House to pass 
the Third Reading, when the House as a 
whole has had no opportunity of doing. 


E 
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more than give its general assent. But 
it cannot be urged in the case of this Bill 


that the House has had no opportunity | 
able to bring up the new clause at a con- 


of discussing its details. For four nights 
we have listened to the same old argu- 
ments, dressed up in the same old words, 
upon the details of the Bill, forming the 
most striking example of Parliamentary 
endurance that my recollection of House 
of Commons procedure furnishes. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite 
to attack the Government for what 
they choose to regard as something in the 


nature of a breach of faith, or a violation | 


of the privileges of the House. One 
would suppose that hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site were an oppressed minority, struggl- 
ing against an unscrupulous and tyran- 
nical Government ; but the circumstances 
are exactly reversed. All the patience 
has been on our side, and all the wrong 
has been suffered by us. I do not wish 
to enter into any recriminations. I have 
had countless bargains across the floor of 
the House with hon. Gentlemen opposite 
when I was in much more acute political 
antagonism with*them than I now am, 
and | have never had reason for complaint 
until the other night. I am_ perfectly 
certain hon. Gentlemen do not think they 
have agreed to and broken any bargain, 
or that they have any suspicion of an 
arrangement with the Government re- 
garding the conduct of the Committee on 
this Bill; but the impression left on my 
mind is that the hon. and learned Member 
for North Louth made a proposal which 
is now substantially embodied in the 
clause on the Paper, and suggested that, 
in consideration of the Government 
adopting his view, the proceedings on the 


Bill would be shortened, and he went so | 


far as to suggest that they might even 
finish that night, and that the proposal 
of the Chief Secretay might be discussed 
on the Thursday. But the hon. Member 
for East Mayo then said, as was quite 
true, that the hon. and learned Member 
for North Louth had no right to bind the 
whole of the party. I then quite recog- 
nised that a too rigid interpretation ought 
not to be put on the suggestion of the 
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hon. and learned Member for North 


| Louth, and that the debate might go on 


on the Wednesday, and that we would be 


venient hour on ‘thursday. As far ag | 
know, nothing more was said,and the matter 
was left there. Ido not wish to use the 
word “obstruction” at all, nor to have 
any controversy with hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, but the very moment. the 
arrangement or the supposed arrangement 
was concluded they began to discuss the 
Bill with an assiduity, a perseverance and 
a power even of repetition which carried 
the discussion of the Bill not only over 
Tuesday and Wednesday and Thursday, 
but until about half-past two o’clock on 
the Monday night. Thus, in making our 
concession to the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for North Louth the Government 
have got no consideration. We had no 
desire to see this Amendment introduced, 
We offered it for value, and we never got 
the value. Therefore, if there is any com- 
plaint, and [ am very far from making 
any complaint, it is on the side of the 
Government, and not on the side of hon. 
Members opposite. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): We have 
just listened to one of the most extra- 
ordinary speeches which the House has 
heard during this session. The right hon. 
Gentleman has thought fit to criticise the 
speeches of the Irish Members on this 
very important Bill, and to say that they 
were repetitions. I should have thought 
that the more honourable course for the 
Government to adopt would be, as preli- 
minary to the dissolution, to make it 
known to all concerned that the Tory 
Government —the strongest and most 
intelligent ever seen in this House—were 
granting relief to the Irish landlords. 
That would be making a clean breast of 
ict. I must protest against the manner in 
which the Government have endeavoured 
to avoid discussion on the Report stage 
of this Bill. 

Question put. 

The House divided :—- Ayes, 116 ; Noes, 
8i. (Division List No. 220.) 


AYES. 


Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A. H.5.-(Huuts.) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Blakiston- Houston, John 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


Ballard, Sir Harry 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Ceeil, Lord Hagh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanleyW. 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
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Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lawrence, SirEDurning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Swans. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas b. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Emmott, Alfred 
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| Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) | J 0 
|} O'Malley, William 
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Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. lion. A. G. (Bute 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
Percy, Ear] 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R.(Lancs. Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tentoul, James Alexander 
{obertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


NOES. 
Fenwick, Charles 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley | 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 





Harwood, George 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. | 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a | 
Jones, William (Carnarvons.) | 
Langley, Batty 
Lawson,Sit Wilfrid (Cumb)’nd 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnellDrM A(Queen’sC. | 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| 
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Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Saunderson, RtHn. Col. Edw.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Vincent, Sir E. (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E(‘Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Kelly, James 


Pickersvill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
tickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John it (Denbighs. ) 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


| Shaw, ‘Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Tanner, Charles Kearns 


Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 


| Wedderburn, Sir William 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell(Notts. 


| Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
| Wilson, Jos. H. (Middlesbro’) 


Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 





Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill re-committed in respect of the New 
Clause (Exclusion of certain annuities and 
rent-charges), and the Amendment to the 
Schedule. 

Bill considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, Pen- 
rith, in the Chair. ] 





A Clause— 


(1) Section one of this Act shall not apply 
to any annual sum charged upon land the fee 
simple of which has after the creation of such 
charge and before the thirteenth day of April 
one thousand eight hundred and _ninety-six 
been conveyed toa purchaser on a sale. 

“ (2) Sections three and four of this Act 
shall not apply to any tithe rent-charge pay- 
able to the Land Commission out of heredita- 
ments the fee simple of which has after the 
tenth day of August one thousand eight 
hundred and seventy-two and before the 


E 2 
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twelfth day of May one thousand eight { Bill are a matter of some concern. The 


hundred and ninety-nine been conveyed to a 
purehaser on a sale. 


“(3) For the purpose of showing that this 
section does not apply a statutory declaration | 


or such other evidence as the Land Commis- 


sion may require shall be prima facie evidence. | 


“(4) This section shall not 
mortgage or a marriage or other family settle- 
ment or arrangement.”—(Mr. G. W. Bal- 
four.) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


‘That the clause be read a second time.” | 


Mr. FLYNN: May I ask the Chief 
Secretary to explain what is meant by 
this clause ? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 


LAND (Mr. G. W. Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central): The principle of the clause is 
that purchasers purchasing after certain 


dates may be supposed to have purchased | 


with notice of change, and consequently 
they should not be entitled to benefit 
under the Bill. There are really three 
parties to be considered ; the vendor, the 
purchaser of the estate, and the Church 
Fund. Strictly speaking, it is to the 


vendor that the benefit should go, but | 
that is not possible, and it remains, there- | 
fore, to decide whether the Church Fund | 


or the purchaser shall have the benefit. 
The clause provides that the benefit shall 


be given to the Church Fund rather than | 
to) 


to the purchaser. The date mentioned 
in the first sub-section is the date on 
which the Land Bill of 1896 was intro- 
duced, when notice was given to all and 
sundry that the Government proposed 
to reduce the annuities to be dis- 
charged by the Land Commission 
from fifty-two years to forty - five. 
The second date mentioned in the second 
sub-section is the date of the introduction 
of the Tithe Rent Bill last year, which 
might be taken as notice to purchasers 
that the change we are now making by 
this Bill would be introduced. I think 
there is a great deal to be said for the 
proposal of the Member for North Louth, 
and I recognised that when I undertook to 
put down this Amendment; but I think it 
is rather doubtful if the additional gain 
to the Church Fund will be balanced by 
the introduction of a complicating 
provision. 


Mr. DILLON: The right hon. Gentle- 
man seems to be awaking for the first time 
to the fact that the complications of this 


extend to a/| 


| Bill is complicated from beginning to end. 
|The proper way to have dealt with the 
subject would have been by a Bill of one 
short simple clause making a charge on 
the Church Fund of a million and a half 
|of money to be expended among the 
Irish landlords, That would carry out 
‘the proposal in the present Bill without 
/any complications, and that has been the 
practice adopted with reference to other 
| charges on the Fund, such as the charge 
for Intermediate Education and the Con- 
gested Districts Board. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Gentle- 


man is now discussing the whole Bill. 


Mr. DILLON: I am not discussing 
the whole Bill. I am merely referring 
to the complaint of the Chief Secretary 
that a fresh complication has been intro- 
duced. It is equivalent to suggesting 
that by throwing a bucket of water into 
the sea there is danger of creating a flood. 


| *Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
lis reverting to a discussion of the Bill, 
| which he says is complicated. He must 
confine himself to the one clause before 
the Committee. 


Mr. DILLON: I have no desire to 
enter on a discussion of the whole Bill at 
all. I was pointing out, in reply to an 
argument used by the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself, that really an additional 
complication is of no matter. May I point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that he 
has passed over altogether Sub-section 4, 
which I confess I am absolutely unable 
to understand. It says: “This section 
shall not extend to a mortgage or a 
marriage ”—— _ 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: “Or other 


family settlement or arrangement.” 


Mr. DILLON: I am still in doubt as to 
its purport. What has a mortgage got 
to do with a tithe rent-charge? The 
Attorney General for Ireland laughs 
scornfully, but [ am only an ignorant 
layman and really I cannot understand 
the meaning of this sub-section. It is all 
very well for Gentlemen learned in the 
law to sneer, but any ordinary Member of 
the House of Commons is perfectly en- 
titled to the explanation I now ask for. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The sub-section 
provides for the exclusion of a mortgage 
or a marriage or other family settlement 
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from this section. It would be ridiculous 
because a mortgage was made in 1872 
that the owner of the land should be pre- 


vented from having his tithe fixed now, or | 
/some cases where the offer of 


that the existence of a family settlement 
should have a similar result. 


*Smr J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) 
said he only rose to ask a question, but 
as the Ministerial Bench was empty he 
did not see the use of putting his question 
at that time, and would therefore defer it. 


Mr. FLYNN said that as he under- 
stood the clause it would not apply to the 
annuities and tithe rent-charges before 
1896. It applied to the annuities and 
tithe rent-charges created after the 13th 
April, 1896. The exclusion could not 
apply to those who purchased under the 
Land Purchase Act, because the Act of 
1886 made their position clear, but 
it did apply to a section of purchasers 
to whom attention had been drawn 
in the earlier stages of the Bill— 
namely, those persons who purchased the 
holdings over the heads of the tenants 
who were seeking to purchase under the 
40th section of the Land Purchase Act. 
They got the benefit of the reduction of 
the tithe rent-charge, as also did insur- 
ance companies who foreclosed upon the 
estate of a tenant proprietor who got into 
ditticulties and became the owners of it. 
Those surely should be excluded. There 
was another class of purchaser who ought 
also to be excluded. Cases like that of 
Lord Ardilaun, for instance, who would 
get all the benefit of the reduction of the 
tithe rent-charge, because he purchased 
his estate after the date mentioned in the 
section. But the estate was purchased 
subject to the tithe rent-charge, and with 
the full knowledge that that charge was 
acertain sum, and the owner never sup 
posed there would be another large 
reduction of the tithe rent-charge. Yet 
It was intended to give this wealthy 
family—who purchased the property to 


obtain a status in the country, more than | 


anything else—the full benefits of the re- 
duction, or, in other words, to present 
them, out of the Irish Church Fund, with 
seven years tithe rent-charge. Was it 
reasonable that Lord Ardilaun should get | 
the benefit of an Act which, whether it 
was good or bad, was certainly never 
intended to relieve people of that class ? 
The tenant purchasers could not be inter- | 
fered with, they were not damnified in 
any way, but there were many estates to 
which it was thought and hoped the 
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40th section would apply to which 
it had not applied, and the poor unfor- 
tunate tenants had been  chivied 
from one place to another. There were 
the 
tenant had not been considered enough, 
and another person, having the knowledge 
of the amount the tenant had offered, was 
allowed to purchase the property over his 
head, with the full knowledge of what the 
tithe-rent charge was, and he also got the 
benefit of this Act. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. FLAVIN, 
Kerry, N.). House counted, and, forty 
Members being found present— 


Mr. FLYNN said he was convinced 
that the clause did not meet the views 
of the hon. Member for North Louth, 
who had taken objection on the last occa- 
sion, and therefore he begged to move the 
Amendment standing in his name. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
before the Amendment could be moved 
the clause must be read a second time. 


Mr. FLYNN said that large land- 
owrers were certainly not entitled to the 
benefits of the Act which had been intro- 
duced for the purpose of assisting poor 
landlords, and under the circumstances he 
hoped the Committee would not pass the 
clause. 


*Sir J. COLOMB said that he would 
now take the opportunity of putting a 
question to which he had referred earlier 
in the evening. The tenants who had pur- 
chased under the Ashbourne Act, and 
were paying the tithe rent-charge, would 
by the operation of this Bill be excluded 
from any benefit they would otherwise 
obtain if the clause passed, and if that 
was so they would not feel any obligation 
to hon. Gentlemen opposite through 
whose attitude the clause was initiated. 
If the clause was going to operate in that 
way he asked that it might be with- 
drawn. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said that the 
hon. Gentleman had stated that any 
tenant purchaser who had purchased under 
the 40th Clause of the Land Purchase 
Act, and at the same time had not 
redeemed the tithe, would lose all 
benefit under the Bill. He did not know 
there were many of those cases, although 
undoubtedly there were some. The 
general practice had been to redeem the 
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tithe at the time of purchase. 
no desire to press the clause, which he 
had only brought forward because he 


had given an undertaking to do so. If) 


hon. Gentlemen opposite were of opinion 
that there was no benefit in it he should 
certainly not press it. 

*SERJEANT HEMPHILL thought the 
clause was a good one in principle, 
although, when it had been read a second 


time, there were one or two Amendments | 


to which he should call attention. He 
believed there would be a great deal of 


disappointment in Ireland it the clause | 


were to be withdrawn, and although it 
wss not so perfect as he would have liked 
to have seen it he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would proceed to the Second 
Reading of the clause. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said there was 
no use in proceeding with the Second 
Reading of the clause after the expression 
of opinion upposite. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL said as he 


understood the remarks of the hon. Gen- | 


tleman below the gangway, he had no 
desire to withdraw the clause altogether. 


Mr. FLYNN disclaimed any intention 
to object to the clause. All he was 
doing was pointing out a few of its 
defects. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS was of 
opinion that this was not a question for 
Irish Members alone. The clause as it 
stood increased the security of the British 
taxpayer. Though he should support the 
clause as it stood, he should also support 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
North Cork, for the reason that he failed 
to understand why those who purchased 
a month or two ago should be placed in a 
better position than those who purchased 
in earlier years. He thought that the 
clause might be accepted by everybody, 
but at the same time hon. Members had 
a right to endeavour to amend what 
appeared to be a very great blot upon it. 
Why should those who purchased within 
the last few months be placed in a better 
position than those who purchased ten or 
fifteen years ago? The dividing line 
ought to be the date of the Bill. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.), who was 
indistinctly heard, said very few of those 
who purchased under the Land Purchase | 
Bill would be affected, for the reason ‘ 


Mr. G. W. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
He had | 
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that it was the invariable practice of the 
Land Commission to take twenty years 
purchase for the tithes, and it was only 
in very few cases that the tenant pro- 
prietors were liable for the tithe rent- 
charge. With regard to the Amend- 
ments which had been made, they were 
naturally anxious to preserve the fund 
from being frittered away for purposes 
for which it was not intended. 


Question put and agreed to. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL said he had 
given notice of an Amendment which 
was not on the Paper. His right hon. 
and learned friend would recollect that 
the Tithe Rent-charge Act applied not 
only to fee simple land but also to what 
was described in the Tithe Rent-charge 
Act as equivalent estates in land. The 
clause in this Bill as it now stood would 
only apply to fee simple land, and the 
object of his Amendment was to make it 
apply also to equivalent estates. 


Amendment proposed 


“Tn line 2, after the word ‘ which,’ to insert 
the words ‘ or any estate equivalent to a_per- 
petual estate or jinterest within the meaning 
of l and 2 Vic., ¢. 109.’ ”—(Serjt. Hemphill.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said he did not see 
any objection to his hon. friend’s Amend- 
ment, but at the same time the words of 
the Amendment would have to be 
altered. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL said if the 
right hon. Gentleman could suggest more 
appropriate words he would not at all 
object. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. FLYNN, in moving the Amend- 
ment standing in his name, said that he 
thought the insetion of the date was a 
matter that would give the benefits of the 
Act to those for whom they were not in- 
tended. Those who purchased after 13th 
April, 1896, would get the benefit of the 
reduction of the tithe rent-charge by 
seven years instalments. He was 
anxious to get to the Third Reading 
of the Bill, and therefore he would con- 
tent himself with moving the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment proposed—- 
“In line 2, to leave out from the word 
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‘charge’ to the word ‘been,’ in line 4.”—(Mr. 
Flynn.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR, in opposing the 
Amendment, stated that a purchaser of 
an estate must be assumed to have had 
full notice of the charges upon it. In 
1896 the principle was laid down that the 
term of fifty-two years would be reduced 
to forty-five, and those who purchased 
estates subsequently expected that reduc- 
tion. That was a consideration which 
ought to be taken into account. It 
appeared to him that all the arguments 
that might be urged against the clause as 
a whole might also be urged against this 
limitation of the clause. 


Mr. DILLON said the position taken 
up by the right hon. Gentleman was very 
singular. He said that on the Second 
Reading of the Bill in 1896 he stated in 
the course of his speech that it was the 
intention of the Government to alter the 
condition with regard to the fifty-two 
annual instalments, and to knock off seven 
years, and that therefore a purchaser 
coming after that date had due notice 
of the intention of the Government. 
A more preposterous objection never 
was submitted to the House © of 
Commons. He would illustrate the 
absurdity of the position. He held in his 
hand the famous Treasury Memorandum 
with respect to tithe rent-charge in Ire- 
land, which was issued on 19th August, 
1895, and signed by R. W. Hanbury, the 
present Secretary to the Treasury. That 
was far more important than the speech 
of the Chief Secretary for Ireland in that 
House. The Memorandum pointed out 
that it would be most unjust and un 
reasonable to expect that the fifty-two 
years instalments would be reduced. ‘The 
thing was dealt with in an argumentative 
fashion, and the Treasury put down its 
foot and announced in a solemn form in 
a Memeorandum that they would not 
reduce the fifty-two years instalments. 
The Treasury gave reasons, which he need 
not again read out, why it would be unjust 
and inexpedient to consent to this reduc- 
tion. The position of the right hon. 
Gentleman was this: although the British 
Treasury issued this solemn Memorandum, 
the speech he subsequently made threw 
overboard the Treasury, and an- 
nounced that the then Government 
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had the intention of reducing the 
instalments. That was a_ perfectly 
preposterous contention, and he could not 
understand how the right hon. Gentleman 
proposed to base so important a clause, or 
provision in this new clause, on such a 
flimsy argument as that. He knew him- 
self two cases that would be affected by 
this clause, and there might be others. 
There had not been many sales of land on 
a large scale since 1896. The cases he 
referred to were connected with the 
| estates of Lord Ardilaun and the Duke of 
Devonshire. This proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman would have the effect of 
exempting Lord Ardilaun from the pro- 
visions of the section—in other words, of 
giving Lord Ardilaun the advantage of 
the clause. That was a very extraordinary 
thing to do for Lord Ardilaun, but it said 
a great deal for the Christian charity of 
the right hon. Gentleman. Lord Ardi- 
laun was worth a million and a half of 
money. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: More than 
that. 


Mr. DILLON: Say a _ couple of 
millions. He purchased a large estate in 
Killarney, but the extraordinary thing 
was that he also purchased the Duily 
Express with part of his money, and it 
was pouring out on the right hon. Gentle- 
man the most vile abuse. The right hon. 
Gentleman was insisting on this proviso 
in spite of the fact that Lord “rdilaun 
devoted a large sum of money to opposing 
him. He (Mr. Dillon) trusted that his 
hon. friend would persist in the Amend- 
ment and go to a division upon it. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL said that this 
Amendment was really important. The 
Amendment could not possibly affect 
those who purchased under the Act of - 
1896, because their tithe rent-charge was 
fixed under that Act. Therefore, the 
section about reducing the term from 
fifty-two years to forty-five years would 
not apply to them, because they were not 
interested in annuities terminable at the 
end of fifty-two years. If they looked at 
the Act they would see how the matter 
stood. The Land Purchase Act of 1887, 
‘in Section 15, provided that the Land 


‘Commission might, if they thought 
‘it expedient, order the redemption 
‘of any tithe rent-charge at a 


| price to be fixed by the Land Commission, 
‘and that they might also order (Sub- 
section 3) that any such redemption of 
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tithe rent-charge payable to the Commis- 
sion should be made, without the previous 
consent of the Commissioners, to the 
The Act of 1896, Section 37, 
provided that where the Land Commis- | 
sion, in pursuance of Section 15 of the 
Land Act of 1887, ordered the redemption | 
of tithe rent-charge at a price of not less | 
than twenty times the amount of such | 


Treasury. 


tithe rent-charge, the consent of the | 
Treasury should not be required for such 


redemption. 


Arnold, Alfred 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Man) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W.(Leeds 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

3ullard, Sir Harry 
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The Act further provided | 
that the foregoing enactment should not 
apply to any annual sum payable under | 
Section 32 of the Irish Church Act, 1869, | 
and as amended by any other Act ; but | 
the Land Commission might order the | Noes, 88. 


{COMMONS} 





| 
Hl 


tion there 
ment. 





AYES. 
Hamilton, Rt. HonLordGeorge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trott’r 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 


| Houston, R. P. 
| Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 


Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbys.) | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Ch. Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-(seneral 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 


Serjeant Hemphill. 


Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Lawrence,SirEDurning-(C’rn. 
| fon] 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) | 
Nicol, Donald Ninian | 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Rbt. Wellesley | 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur | 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick | 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 

NOES. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 
Blake, Edward 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 


| years period was got. 
bought under 
redeemed on these terms and was subject 
only to the annual charge, which was 
|terminable at the expiration of forty-five 
years and not fifty-two years. He thought 
| that completely disposeed of any objec- 
could 
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redemption of such tithe rent-charge at 
a sum calculated on 
annual sum, being for the term of forty- 
five instead of fifty-two years. a 
| where, he apprehended, the forty-five 


the basis of the 


That was 


Any tenant who 
that Act had the tithe 


be to this Amend- 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 122 ; 
(Division List No. 221.) 


fankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson,Rt. Hon. Col. E.J. 
Shazpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,T. Harrop (Stalyb. 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchureh) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Tn’tn) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt, Hn. E. R, (Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndhiaun, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Commins, Andrew 
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Crean, Eugene 
Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 

Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dillon, John 


Doogan, P. C. 
Duekw orth, James MacNeill. 
Emmott, Altred 


Evans, SamuelT.(Glamorgan) 
Evershed, Sydney 

Feawick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley, SirEdwardTemperley | 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harwood, George 

Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


M‘Leod, John 
Molloy, 


Y’ Brien, , 
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Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Langley, Batty 

Lawson,Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’land 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qn’sC.) 
John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 


' Maddison, Fred. 

3ernard Charles 

Morgan,¥J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 

James F. 

O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 

O’ Connor, James( Wicklow,W. 

O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

| O'Kelly, James 
0’ Malley, William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington, SirG. A(Laness. W. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew et 


Mr. FLYNN moved to omit the words | 


“the twelfth day of May one thousand 
eight hundred and ninety-nine ” 
to insert “ the passing of this Act.” The 
section was to apply to all rent-charges 
created since a certain date and before 
the 12th May, 1899. The reason 


. | 
in order | 


given | 


for selecting the latter date was that last | 


year the Government stated their inten- 
tion of bringing in a Tithes Bill, 


and | 


therefore the benefit of the reduction of | 
the tithe rent-charge should be given to | 


all who purchased after that date. 


The | 


announcement of the introduction of a | 


Tithes Bill was made by the Chief Secre- 
tary, who was not even a member of the 
Cabinet ; and surely it was stretching the 
doctrine of Ministerial responsibility much 
too far to argue that that was a sufficient 
reason for saying that those who pur- 
chased since that date should receive the 
benefits of the Act. 
chasers know the present Government 
would remain in power, or that, after their 
experience in regard to the agricultural 
rates, they would have the temerity to go 
on with such a measure as the present, 
which was nothing more nor less than 


handing it over to the Irish landlords ? 
The Nationalist Members desired to limit 
the harm to be done by the Bill as much 
as possible, and to give the benefits 
to purchasers since May, 1899, was an 
altogether unnecessary extension of the 
provision, The only argument put 


forward in defence of the proposal was 
that on that date the Chief Secretary 
made a speech in reference toa Bill which | 
was not proceeded with 


| sert the 


How did the pur- | 


| speeches 4 
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; Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, T (Hawick Burghs) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Wason, Eugene 

Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, John Carvell( Notts. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


X. (Cork) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’ Brien. 





people read the right hon. Gentleman’s 
It was absurd to suppose that 
the whole of the population of Ireland 
read the speeches ot the Chief Secretary, 
and, while the Bill bristled with absur- 
dities, this topped everything. The 
Amendment was very reasonable and 
moderate, and should commend itself to 
the Committee, even if it did not to the 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 


Bill. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In line 8, to leave out from the word 
‘ before,’ to the word ‘ been,’ in line 9, and in- 
words ‘the passing of this Act,’ 
instead thereof.?—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said the prin- 
ciple of the clause depended entirely on 


the fact that on a certain date purchasers 





of land received notice that it was the 
intention of the Government to make 
certain changes which were included in 
this Bill. It had been urged that he 


| attached undue importance to his speeches 
taking money from a public fund and | P : : 


he made the announcement 
referred to he was expressing not 
merely his own view, but the deliberate 
opinion of the Cabinet on the subject. 
Under those circumstances it was absurd 


but when 


| to maintain that purchasers of land 


would not purchase having regard to 

what the Government intended to do in 

respect of tithes. 
Mr. DILLON 


contended that the 


But how many ! principle laid down by the Chief Secre- 
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tary, that the announcement of the in- 
tentions of the Government was to be 
taken as governing the price of a com- 
modity, was one entirely unheard of. 
To say that if a Minister made an 
announcement of an intention of the 
Government that was absolute proof that 
that intention would be carried out was 
most extraordinary. The fate of Govern- 
ments was very uncertain, and even the 
present Administration with its great 
majority had broken down in the attempt 
to carry out certain intentions they had 
announced with much more solemnity 
than was ever the case with regard to 
tithes. Not one in a hunéred of the 
English Members of the House would 
ever have remembered that such an an- 
nouncement had been made. In regard 
to the Education Bill an announcement 
was made in the early days of the 
Government, when they had the world 
before them, and a majority of 150 be- 
hind them, but although the Prime 
Minister and the Leader of the House 
pledged themselves to that Bill it was 
never carried into law. It was now 
maintained that because in the fifth year 
of the existence of the Government, when 
they were beginning to become decrepit 
with age, the Chief 3 Secretary announced 
that a certain Bill would be introduced, 
every purchaser of land in Ireland was 
solemnly warned of the intention of the 
Government and increased his price. A 
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/more grotesque or flimsy argument had 
| 
never been placed before the House of 


to any Amendment. 
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Commons in support of or in opposition 
He was not sup- 
porting this proposal because it was one 
directed against the landlords. As a 

matter of fact, it would hit more tenant pro- 
prietors than landlords, but he supported 
it because he believed it was fair and 
reasonable. The right hon. Gentleman 
was exhibiting the same unreasonable, 
irrational, and cantankerous spirit that he 
had shown throughout the whole course 
of the debates. Ona previous occasion 
it was said there had been an honourable 
understanding arrived at that the Com- 
mittee stage should be obtained on a cer- 
tain evening, and that he had been guilty 
of a breach of that underst: nding. That 
was not the fact, because at the time he 
pointed out that the hon. and learned 
Member for North Louth spoke only for 
himself, and that so far as he (Mr. Dillon) 
and his friends were concerned, the date 
would depend a great deal ci’ the attitude 
taken up by the Government in regard to 
concessions. No concessions were made, 
and the debates were therefore prolonged. 
They were now being met in exactly the 
same spirit, and it was evident that no 
Amendment whatever coming from the 
Irish benches was to be accepted. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 96. (Division List No, 222.) 
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AYES. 


Arrol, Sir William 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manceh’r. 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry RtHn. A HSmith- (Hants 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, ht. Hon.Sir MH(Bristol 
Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel He onry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Bullard, Sir Henry 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derby.) 


Dalrymple, 


I dy ke, 


Finlay, 
Fisher, 


Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W, 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John Cox, Irwin Edw. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Sir Charles 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dough: is-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
tt. Hn. SirW illiam Hart 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finch, 7 H. 

Robert B sannatyne 
w illiam Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, Sir Samuel ( Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Houston, R. P. 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. WilliainEdwH 


Bainbridge 


Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
C hamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore'r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom, Sir John Charles R. 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett,A.Cameron (Glasgow) 


Mr. Dillon. 


Fry, Lewis 
Garfit, William 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. Jen Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
ae H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, RtHon. LordGeo rge | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 


Leighton, Stanley 

L lewelyn, SirDillwyn- (Swan.) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John C umming 
Manners, Lord Edward W. J. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
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Monckton, Edward Philip 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monmthsh. 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, — 

Pym, C. Guy 

caite, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Ridley, 


Round, James 


Russell, T. W. 


Simeon, 
Skewes-Cox, 
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Remnant, James Farquharson | 
tt. Hon. Sir M. W. | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Rothsehild, Hon. Lionel Walter | Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
| 
| 


toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 
(Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbys. ) 
Sir Barrington 
‘Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. cuaeiad 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Edward. haditonsesiek’ | 
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Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Welby,Lt.-CL. A.C.E.(Taunt’n) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J.W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


Abrahain, William(Cork,N.E.) | 
Allan, William (( ‘ateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 
Blake, Edward 
Brigg. John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Burt, gece 
Caldwell, James 
Carvill, Patrick G. 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Commins, Andrew 
Crean, Eugene 
Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Evershed, Sydney 
Fenwick, Charles 


| Jones, W. 
Hamilton | 


* | M‘Leod, John 


Molloy, 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


Clause, as amended, added. 
Schedule :— 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 5, line 8, to leave out from 


ea of line to end of schedule.”—(J/*. , 


. Balfour. ) 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


dee) asked the right hon. Gentleman to 
explain why it was proposed to leave out 
these words. He wished the Committee 
to understand that this appeal which it 
was now proposed to exclude was 


identically the same in substance as the 
appeal in Clause 4. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley, Sir Edw. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Harwood, George 
Hazell, Walter 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman. Frederick John 

| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James | 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
( poner fe ae 
Kay-Shuttleworth Rt HnSirU 

| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’iand) 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. MA (Q’n’s C.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘ Arthar, William (¢ aiaieiue 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 


Maddison, Fred. 
Mellor, Rt.Hn.J. W. 
Mendl, cg Ferdinand 
Bernard Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond | Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
| O’Brien, James I¥ X. (Cork) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


He put it to. 





O'Kelly, James 
O'Malley, William 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
fedmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rickett, J. Compton 
roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) 
Shaw, ( Satie Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw. Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E. ) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, J. Carvell- (Notts. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
TELLERS FOR THE NoEs.— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Temperley | 


(Yorks.) | 


the Attorney General in Committee 
whether the effect of Clause 4 was not to 
repeal the whole of Section 7, except in 
regard to the definition of the word 
“owner,” which it was necessary to re- 
tain. He understood the Attorney 
General to accept that view as being 
correct. If that was so, what they did 
in the schedule was exactly what he sug- 
gested would be the effect of the original 
clause in the Bill. If there was to be any 
choice he thought the words of the 
schedule were the best. 


Mr. ATKINSON 


replied that this was 
simply a consequential 


Amendment 
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rendered necessary by the introduction of 
the new clause. 


Amendment agreed to. 
Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 
Bill reported ; as amended, considered. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


*Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): The 
English and Scottish Members of the 
House have been content for the most 
part to leave the discussion of the details 
of this measure to hon. Gentlemen who 
come from the other side of St. George’s 
Channel ; and if the Bill were confined in 
most of its provisions to the question of 
lay tithe, mischievous as I believe them 
to be in principle and indefensible in 
method, I for one should have been 
satisfied with recording a silent vote 
against the third reading. Lay tithe 
always has been, and is still, a variable 
quantity. It is for the most part, at any 
rate, a payment made by one set of 
private persons to another; and any 
scheme of readjustment is a matter in 
which the taxpayers of Great Britain 
have very little direct concern. But 
when we come to the ‘provisions of the 
Bill which deal with the ecclesi- 
astical tithe they present a totally 
different aspect. The admitted effeet— 
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| tions which have been so frequently put 
to the House ‘in the course of this debate. 
In the first place, where tithe rent-charge 
has been in effect redeemed, the Bill pro- 
poses to reduce the number of years 
during which the purchase annuity 
has to run from fifty-two to forty-five 
years, or in other words, by something 
like one-seventh, with the acknowledged 
consequence that after a certain lapse of 
| time there will be a loss to the capital 
ie : : “ ; 
value of the Church Fund approaching 
/1} million. This fact has been admitted 
| by the Chief Secretary himself. How 
i was the term of fifty-two years, for which 
| it is now proposed to substitute forty-five 
| years originally fixed ? It was fixed by the 
| Lrish Church Act of 1869, and when the 
| proposal was made by Mr. Gladstone 
|that the Irish tithe-payer—which, of 
| course, means practically the Irish land- 
| lord—should be allowed to redeem this 
| perpetual annual charge by an annuity 
| spread over fifty-two years, it was indig: 
| nantly denounced, and by no one with 
/more vehemence than by the present 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer, not because 
| 





it imposed an undue burden upon the 
Irish landlord, but, on the contrary, 
| because it involved a_ scandalous 
|injustice to the Irish  Chureh. 
‘It was said by the right hon. 
Gentleman that it was a unique combina- 


| tion of sacrilege and bribery—sacrilege, 


| because it proposed to divert an ecclesias- 





and I take my stand on the statements | tical fund to the relief of the Lrish land- 
made by the Chief Secretary himself—of | lords ; bribery, because it proposed by 
the provisions of this Bill, in so far as | that act of sacrilege to conciliate and buy 
ecclesiastical tithe is concerned, is that | off the opposition of the landlords to the 
they will involve a considerable immediate | disestablishment of the Church. Three 
and a much larger prospective encroach- | years later, in 1872, when there had been 
ment on the fund of the Irish Church ;| the amplest opportunity for all parties 
a fund created by the Legislature, for} concerned to consider the position, and 
the administration of which it cannot | if need be, revise it, the arrangement of 
divest itself of responsibility, which was | 1869 with regard to the redemption ot 
solemnly dedicated by Parliament to the | tithe, and the number of years over which 
relief of unavoidable calamity and suffer-| the annuity was to be spread, was 
ing in Ireland, and which is at this| deliberately renewed by Parliament. 
moment the only security for very | And now, after the lapse of more than 
large advances made at the risk of the | thirty years, when the land has changed 
Imperial taxpayer out of the Imperial | hands over and over again, when those 
Exchequer. I am, therefore, under no | who were responsible as public trustees 
necessity to apologise—although this! for the administration of the Church 
seems at first sight a purely Irish ques-| Fund had the best right to believe that 
tion—for asking the attention of the | they had a permanent basis of settlement, 
House for a few moments to this aspect | Parliament is asked to set the bargain 
of the Bill. The Irish Church Fund will | aside. And upon what plea? Upon the 
be invaded, and will be curtailed in two | most unsubstantial and illusory plea I 
distinct ways if this measure passes into | have ever heard advanced in a serious 
law. I apologise for repeating proposi- | discussion—namely, that not only the 
Mr. Atkinson, 





153 
parti 
lords 
tives 
Exec 
two | 
1869 
cleric 
like 
if, ins 
the t 
years 
chan; 
value 
fifty- 
Mem 
to tl 
of |: 
more 
right 
conti 
and 
Hous 
storm 
woul 
featu 
bran 
with 
More 
tainl: 
this ; 
the a 
vary 
rents 
the f 
tithe. 
quan 
was 
trans 
Am | 
gain 
whic 
he is 
tion 
unin’ 
hard 
1872 
liam: 
that 
plete 
eccle 
silen 
best 
cone 
Fun 
paye 
com 
pose 
soler 
reas 
at st 
the 








152 


put 
date, 
arge 
pro- 
ears 
ity 
five 
ling 
vec 
: of 
ital 
ing 
ted 
low 
‘ich 
ive 
the 
the 
ye 
of 
nd- 
his 
ity 
ig: 
ith 
Nt 
Ise 
he 
y, 
us 
h. 
nh. 
ja 
e, 
S- 
(- 
'V 
iv 
1e 


~~ s- 


SS 


— = 








153 Tithe Rent-Charge 


parties immediately concerned, the land- 
lords on the one side and the representa- 
tives of the Church on the other, but the 
Executive Government of the day and the 
two Houses of Parliament were, first in 
1869 and again in 1872, the victims of a 
clerical blunder. I should very much 
like to know what would have been said 
if, instead of the proposal being to reduce 
the term of fifty-two years to forty-five 
years, it was, in consequence of some 
change in the rate of interest and the 
value of money, to raise the term from 
fifty-two years to fifty-nine years. Hon. 
Members opposite would have come down 
to the House clothed in the panoply 
of landlord logic, and declared that a 
more iniquitous interference with the 


rights of property and sanctity of 
contract had never been suggested, 


and the very foundations of the 
House would have been rocked by the 
storm of indignation which the proposal 
would have aroused. I pass from that 
feature in this measure to the second 
branch, that is the proposal for dealing 
with the ecclesiastical tithe rent-charge. 
More mischievous in principle, and cer- 
tainly not less injurious in the result, is 
this second proposal—the project to make 
the annual payment of ecclesiastical tithe 
vary according to the scale of judicial 
rents. I must point out to the House 
the fact that prior to 1872 ecclesiastical 
tithe, like lay tithe, was a_ variable 
quantity ; but in 1872 ecclesiastical tithe 
was by the deliberate act of Parliament 
transformed into a fixed annual payment. 
Am I to be told that that was not a_bar- 
gain? I gather from some statements 
which fell from the Chief Secretary that 
he is prepared to dispute that propcsi- 
tion on the extraordinary and, indeed, 
unintelligible ground that there was 
hardly any debate on the Bill of 
1872 during its pasage through Par- 
liament. I say, on the contrary, 
that in the fact that this proposal, com- 
pletely transforming the character of 
ecclesiastical tithe, passed in comparative 
silence through both Houses, you have the 
best possible evidence that the two parties 
concerned—the trustees of the Church 
Fund on the one hand and the tithe- 
payers on the other—had by negotiations 
come to an agreement which they pro- 
posed should be ratified in the form of a 
solemn statute. And there was good 
reason why both sides should have arrived 
at such an arrangement. Qn the one side 
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may have thought it was an enormous: 
advantage to them to have a fixed income 
which they could forecast five or six years 
in advance, instead of an income which 
was always fluctuating according to the 
prices of agricultural produce. On the 
other hand, the landlords had an equally 
good reason for entering into the bar- 
gain, for the prices of agricultural pro- 
duce had been rising, and continued 
to rise for four or five years after 
1872, and there was every reason to. 
expect that the prices would go on 


rising. Therefore a _ fixed charge 
on the land would be more favour- 
able to them than a varying tithe. 


Whatever were the reasons which in- 
fluenced the minds of the two parties to 
this arrangement, the arrangement was 
made with the sanction of Parliament, 
and it has lasted for thirty years, and has 
regulated ever since the transactions of 
all persons interested in Irish land. Why 
is it to be ripped up? What is the 
emergency ? What the justification for: 
rescinding after an interval of twenty- 
eight years a solemn statutory compact 2 
The Government are well advised in not 
defending the proposal on the ground of 
the fall in prices. For the possible rise 
on the one hand and the possible fall on 
the other of agricultural prices. are the 
very contingencies to guard against which 
this statutory arrangement was. entered 
into. Supposing, instead of the price 
of wheat and oats, which are the two 
staple products according to which 
the tithe rent-charge varied, having 
fallen, prices iuad continuously — risen 
and the Government had now  pro- 
posed to tear up the bargain of 1872 
on the ground that it had _ proved 
injurious to the Irish Church Fund, 
what would have been the  indigna- 
tion of the landlords! In truth this pro- 
posal to relieve the Irish tithe-payer of 
the sum which he had contracted to pay 
is but the culmination and the climax of 
a series of measures, for which this Parlia- 
ment is responsible, for the subvention and 
relief of particular classes and interests 
at the expense of the community at large. 
The series began in 1896, when the 
English and Scotch landlords were 
relieved of half their rates. It continued 
in 1897, when a large bounty was given 


to denominational schools to enable them 


to compete in the race with the Board 
schools. It was further developed in 1898 
when the Irish landlords, in order to buy 


the administrators of the Church Fund ' their assent, which is not to be had for: 
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nothing, to a scheme for the establishment 
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I venture to warn hon. Gentlemen who 


of local government in Ireland, which Lord | sit on that side of the House, and 
Salisbury had prophetically denounced | who are going to vote for the Third 


as even worse than Home Rule, were! Reading of this 
estopped by the Vote that they are 
' going to give to-night from ever protest- 


relieved of their one-half of the poor rate. 
In 1899—these things occur under the 
present dispensation with the monotonous 
regularity of the seasons—there was the 
proposal to relieve the ecclesiastical tithe 
receivers in England. Now, in 1900, lest 
any session of this Parliament should be 
left undistinguished by one of these enter- 
prises in which a particular interest is 
championed by the Executive Government 
and by the Parliamentary majority of the 
day as against the community at large, 
we have the proposal to relieve the Irish 
tithe-payer. Yes, but this Bill, although it 
has, in common with its predecessors, the 
common characteristic of relieving one 
class at the expense of the whole, has one 
development on which I must  con- 
gratulate the Government—a_ peculiar 
feature of its own. Hitherto in 1896, 
1898, and 1899, when you have been 
granting these doles and endowments to 
particular classes—listening to the cries 
of the unfortunate or rather satisfying 
the clamours of the importunate—you 
have, in relieving your privileged class of 
the burden which it previously had to 
bear, made good to the fund depleted the 
loss which it would have sustained. You 
have made it good out of the Imperial 
taxation to the local rates. Far be it 
from me to suggest that the deficiency 
that is going to be created in the Irish 
Church Fund by the operation of this 
Bill should be met by Imperial taxation. 
That is not my proposition. I denounce 
the whole thing as an injustice, and as 
absolutely unnecessary and inexcusable. 
But the fact remains that this is the first 
occasion that the State has come and said 
as between two persons, the one of whom 
was a debtor and the other a creditor, 
the one bound to pay to the other by 
agreement and by statute in perpetuity 
£100 a year—has come and said to the 
debtor, ‘‘ How much owest thou?” “A 
hundred pounds.” “Write down £75.” 
And that without a halfpenny of compen- 
sation, remember, to the creditor, whose 
income for all time to come is reduced by 
25 percent. At any rate, that proposal 
may have, and I think ought to have, one 
result—it ought to clear not only our 
minds but our debates of the cant—for 
cant it has become—about the inviolate 
sacredness of property and _ contract. 
Mr. Asquit’. 


Bill, that they are 


ing again on the ground of principle 
against any invasion on the part of the 
Legislature of proprietary rights. I do 
not know myself any clearer case of what 
the Romans used to call nove tubule 
in the whole history of confiscation. How 
has that come about? One of my hon. 
friends, I think the hon. Member for the 
order Burghs, in the debate on the 
Second Reading of this Bill, pointed out 
that there had not been a single argument 
used in support of this measure—in sup- 
port, that is to say, of the diminution of 
the statutory payment chargeable to the 
tithe-payers in this case—that could not be 
used with equal force in favour of cutting 
down both the interest and principal of 
mortgages. What is the difference in 
point of principle between the claim of a 
mortgagee in the case of a private con- 
tract, and the claim of the Irish Church 
Fund in this case? There is no difference 
in point of principle, but there is a 
great difference in point of fact. Who 
are the parties to this bargain? On 
the one side you have the Irish land- 
lords, an articulate and _— organised 
party, a class which, as we know by 
recent experience, is capable of inflicting 
on the Government the luxury of an 
annual defeat in the House of Lords. 
That is a peculiar prerogative of theirs 
which is not possessed by any other class. 
On the other hand, we have a public fund 
which has no organ of expression, of self- 
defence, of resistance, except the right 
hon. Gentlemen who sit upon the bench, 
and who are by the law and constitution 
of this country its appointed custodians 
and trustees. An hon. friend reminds 
me that as lately as last year, for this 
Bill was introduced last year and then 
withdrawn, owing to what is called the 
exigencies of Parliamentary business, a 
very prominent representative of the 
Irish landlords (the Duke of Abercorn) 
said in another place, “ Why should this 
Government, the strongest in our time, 
not only in ability, but in votes, not 
support their friends who support them!” 
That was asked last year when this Bill 
was withdrawn; it is not going to be 
withdrawn this year, and those who 
support the Government are at last to 





157 


be 
sider 
and 
prop 
rent- 
scale 
thou 
woul 
the | 
meal 
coun 
mak 
over 
to d 
by ¥ 
tithe 
redu 
by \ 
have 
whe 
has | 
rent 
exat 
jud; 
lord 
equi 
wer 
that 
is 0 
sele 
judi 
stan 
the 
I b 
3ill 
Bill 
inst 
lorc 
hav 
I ca 
whi 
hen 
whi 
Iw 
par 
spe 
the 
the 
me: 
as | 
tha 
hay 
Ire 
anal 
pri 
the 
red 
bas 
lor 
his 
the 


156 
who 
and 
hird 

are 
are 
est. 
iple 

the 

do 
hat 
iL la 
low 
on. 
the 
the 
out 
ent 
up- 
of 
the 
be 
ag 

of 

in 


un 





157 Tithe Rent-Charge 


be supported. I pass to what I con- 
sider to be the crowning absurdity 
and injustice of this Bill. That is the 
proposal that in the future the tithe 
rent-charge is to vary according to the 
scale of the judicial rent. I should have 
thought that such a proposition as that 
would hardly admit of argument at all. Let 
the House consider for a moment what it 
means. This matter is going to be arranged 
county by county. You are not going to 
make an average of the reduced rents 
over Ireland as a whole; you are going 
to deal with it piecemeal, and the amount 
by which the landlord’s contribution as a 
tithepayer to the Irish Church Fund is to be 
reduced is to correspond with the amount 
by which the judicial rents in his county 
have been reduced. The result is that 
wherever the reduction in the judicial rent 
has been greatest the reduction of the tithe 
rent-charge is greatest. ‘Therefore it is 
exactly in those places where, in the 
judgment of the Land Courts, the land- 
lords have exacted rents which did not 
equitably or morally belong to them, but 
were based on tenants’ improvements, 
that the greatest relief is given. There 
is one circumstance connected with the 
selection of this particular standard of 
judicial reduction—what I will call the 
standard of confiscation—which I think 
the House ought to bear in mind, because 
I believe it explains the whole of this 
sill. The only ground upon which the 
Bill can be logically based is that it is an 
instalment of compensation to the land- 
lords for the reduction of rents which 
have been made under Act of Parliament. 
I cannot myself see any other ground on 
which the fall in judicial rents should 
henceforth be treated as the basis on 
which tithe rent-charge should be reduced. 
I will refer hon. Gentlemen opposite, and 
particularly right hon, Gentlemen, to a 
speech of the Duke of Devonshire 
the other day. He pointed out that 
the actual economic fall in rents 
measured Ly experience in this country is 
as great as, and in many cases far greater 
than, the compulsory reductions which 
have been made by the land tribunals in 
Ireland. He might also have pointed out 
—his audience was particularly appro- 
priate for the purpose—that so far as 
these excessive rents, which have been 
reduced by the operation of the law, were 
based upon the appropriation by a land- 
lord of the value put by a tenant, through 
his industry and capital, into the land, 
they were morally and politically inde- 
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fensible. And, further, I will venture to 
say that the reduced rents now paid by 
the tenants and received by the landlord 
ought to be regarded as salvage from the 
social and economic wreck to which the 
landlords themselves have largely contri- 
buted. The rents which were charged prior 
to 1881, which appear in the contracts of 
tenants and which the landlords had a legal 
right to exact, were rents far in advance of 
what was the economic rent. What is more 
to the purpose is-—and I again quote the 
authority of the Duke of Devonshire— 
they were rents which, in the then social 
condition of Ireland, not the whole force of 
the Empire of Great Britain could have 
made effectively recoverable from the 
tenants of Ireland, because the moral 
sense of the community of Great Britain 
would not have allowed you to use it. 
In so far, then, as this Bill is an attempt 
—I can find no other logical justifica- 
tion for it—to compensate the land- 
lords of Ireland indirectly for the 
reductions which they have had to 
sustain in their rents, it ought to be 
repudiated by this House. I say it is a 
3ill which offends equally against the rules 
of common justice and sound finance. 
It tears up a statutory contract with- 
out adequate reason and without any 
compensation. It impairs, not only by 
what it does, but still more by the 
example it sets, the security of the Irish 
Church Fund. It introduces as the basis 
and standard of variation in tithe the fall 
in judicial rents, which is either wholly 
irrelevant or illogical. On these grounds 
the Bill is deserving of the condemnation 
of Parliament, and I beg to move that it 
be read a third time upon this day three 
months. 


Amendment proposed, 

“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Asquith.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the question.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I confess that 
when the right hon. Gentleman rose to 
take part in the debate for the first time I 
was somewhat at a loss to conceive the 
reasons which induced him, at the 
eleventh hour, to intervene in this _parti- 
cular controversy. Iam now no longer 
in doubt, and I think I can explain it 
before I sit down. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, in the closing third of his speech, 
devoted himself to an attack on the Irish 
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landlords, whom he declared to be the 
spoilt darlings of the Government, and in 
whose favour we were prepared to ask 
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other part of Ireland, is that where the 


tenants’ improvements were protected 


| before the legislation of 1872 and 1881, 


the House to committ a gross injustice | 
provements are protected by the Ulster 


upon a public fund. Ido not know that 
the occupants of this Bench or the Chief 
Secretary have any special reason to be 
grateful for the attentions which the 
Irish landlords have showered upon us. 
For my own part, I am the last person 
to criticise utterances which may well be 
put on one side. But I regret that the 
right hon. Gentleman should have 
thought it worth while to make an im- 
passioned and elaborate attack upon a 
class who are not very popular 
either in this country or in the other, in 
numbers not very great, in political in- 
fluence not very great, but who at the 
hands of Parliament in times past have 
been subjected to a kind of legislation on 
which I am not going to comment now, 
but which certainly has no parallel in the 
legislation of any civilised country. In 
his attack on the landlords the right hon. 
Gentleman has not scrupled to insinuate, 
even to assert, that the reduction of their 
rents by the Land Courts is the measure 
of the spoliation which they have inflicted 
upon their tenants, a scandulous and out- 
rageous attack which was refuted by the 
right hon. Gentleman himself in the latter 
part of his speech, for he quoted, with 
enthusiastic approval by his supporters, a 


statement made by the Duke of Devon- ’ 


shire in another place that, after all, 
although the reductions of rent in -Jre- 
land had been considerable, they were not 
more considerable, but even less, than the 
reductions of rent which have taken place 
in England. Are the reductions of rent 
in England the measure of the spoliation 
inflicted by the English landlords on 
English tenants? No, Sir, they are the 
consequence of a fact, so notoricus that I 


need not bring it to the attention of the | 


House—the extreme, unforeseen, and 
unprecedented fall in agricultural value ; 
and when the right hon. Gentleman 
roundly accuses the Irish landlords of 
having put all the difference between 


their present and former _ rents 
upon the improvements of — the 
tenant, he might have remembered 


that the fall of agricultural prices, which 
has so afflicted the landed interest in 
England and Scotland, had not been 
absent in Ireland; and, mark this, the 
part of Ireland where rents have fallen, 


perhaps in greater degree than in any , 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


It is in Ulster, where the tenants’ im- 


custom, and adequately protected by the 


| Ulster custom, that the fall in rents has 
been greater than in any other part of 


Ireland. Then, says the right hon, 
Gentleman, this is an act of spoliation so 
great, so flagrant and shameless, that no 
Gentleman who votes for the Third Read- 
ing of the Bill can ever again resist any 
act of spoliation passed upon a class or 
public funds. He compared it with the 


‘arbitrary diminution by Parliament of 


' interest 


the interest upon mortgages. What 
resemblance is there between mortgage 
and tithe rent-charge? Mortgage never 
was a variable quantity. Historically, by 
general tradition, and universally accepted 
within a small compass of years, tithe has 
been a variable quantity, and why this 
House, dealing with a fund varying in its 
aspects, should not make its variations 
dependent on a rational plan, instead of on 
an arbitrary system, passes my_ belief. 
What is the right hon. Gentleman’s 
desire ? I suppose he thinks it would be 
fair to have variations determined by the 
price of wheat and barley and _ oats. 
Could anything be more absurd than 
fixing the variations of tithe in proportion 
to a crop which is hardly grown in Ireland 
at all? Over large districts it is wheat, 
and wheat alone, which determines the 
variations of the tithe rent-charge. That 
is the right hon. Gentleman’s idea of 
equity, justice, and fairness. That is not 
all I have got to say against the right 
hon. Gentleman’s accusation of spoliation. 
Has he ever heard of the alteration made 
in the annuities bought by the purchasers 
of glebe in Ireland? Those annuities 
were part of the assets of the Church 
Fund. They were bought directly under 
Parliamentary statutory contract by the 
glebe purchasers from the Church Fund. 
In 1885, Parliament, taking into account 
the great fall in the price of produce, 
consequently in the price of land, had 
mercy upon these glebe purchasers 
and diminished the amount of the 
on the annuities—in other 
words, reduced the assets of the 
Church Fund in favour of the glebe pur- 
chasers. Was that described as a doie ? 
Was that described as a corrupt bargain ? 
Was that described as a payment toa 
class ? It was done by the common assent 
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of this House, with the assent of the hon. 
Gentlemen opposite and of the hon. Gen- 
tlemen from Ireland, not then so solicitous 
about the Church Fund as they appear to 
be now. And all this fine rhetoric which 
jsnow lavished when you are dealing with 
landlords was not heard of when you 
were dealing with tenants, and all these 
strong epithets were reserved for a more 
favourable and more popular opportunity. 
The truth is that the motive of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech was _ sutli- 
ciently apparent when he gave his 
brief historic survey of what he 
called the annual dole which this 
Government gives to their supporters. 
[Opposition cheers.] I thought so. It is 
no particular love for the Church Fund, it 
is no burning anxiety to support hon. 
Gentlemen below the gangway, that has 
produced this unlooked for intervention 
of the right hon. Gentleman. He has 
taken occasion to make a speech, which, 
perhaps, he supposes may be an elec- 
tioneering speech. He has travelled far 
outside the four corners of this Bill to 
excite prejudice on questions not even in 
the remotest manner connected with this 
Bill. I am not going to argue, I would 
be out of order to argue, abcut the 
amount of money given to rates in con- 
nection with the Local Government Bill 
for Ireland, or the half rates to farmers in 
England and Scotland, or the grant to 
Voluntary schools. But one word I 
think I may say on these three topics. I 
remember perfectly well when the first 
sketch of the Irish Local Government 
Bill was made in this House—bhecause 
it so happened I was the person on whom 
the duty devolved to make it—an 
essential part of that scheme was to get 
rid of the natural, I venture to say just, 
or at all events the justifiable, objections 
which were naturally felt at so great a 
transfer of power from one class to 
another in Ireland, where, unhappily, 
divisions between parties had been so 
long and so bitter. How was that pro- 
posal met? Did we hear anything from 
the right hon. Gentleman and his friends 
about doles on that occasion? Not a 
word. I remember that that proposal, 
which was an integral part of that Bill, 
was met with a chorus of approval not 
alone from Members on this side of the 
House, but from gentlemen representing 
lreland on that side of the House, and 
rom their colleagues representing English 
constituencies. 
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Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: It was the 
bribe we had to pay for Irish local govern- 
ment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not agree 
with the hon. Gentleman; but let me 
take him on his own terms. Is it fair to 
swallow a bribe and then express dis- 
approval when you get what you want 
by it? So muen for the dole connected 
with local government in Ireland. Now 
I come to the half rates, which the right 
hon. Gentleman says we gave to the 
landlords in England. We gave them to 
the farmers. [Hon. Members: Oh, oh !] 
Well, I am going to put a simple query 


to Members for agricultural con- 
stituencies in England sitting oppo- 


site. When they go down to their 
constituencies, and when they issue their 
addresses, is this dole to the farmers of 
England going to be represented as a 
monstrous abuse, and is there going to 
be any proposal that it should be repealed 
by the next Parliament? I shall be 
curious to have an answer to that ques- 
tion. I come now to the third dole,and that 
is the extra grant to the Voluntary schools. 
In that dole every single gentleman 
from Ireland supported the Government, 
and every single gentleman from Ireland 
voted against the Opposition. They were 
all for a policy of doles and subventions. 
Agiin I ask, are you going to the country 
to ask the country whether they are going 
to take away from the Voluntary schools 
the dole that has been given to them ? 
And are you going to have the support 
of the Irish Members when the time for 
this inevitable policy arrives? It is all 
nonsense. The whole of this flimsy 
attack can be torn to pieces in a moment, 
and [ am sorry that the right hon. 
Gentleman, plunging into a controversy 
with which I venture to say he is very 
little acquainted—{ Hon. Members: Oh, 
oh !|—judging from his speech, I think he 
is not intimately acquainted with the 
details, and that will come out before this 
debate concludes—I regret that the 
right hon. Gentleman should have dragged 
these matters into a debate which is 
important because it is controversial, but 
which has really nothing to do with the 
issue he has tried to raise, with the irrita- 
tion he has tried to stir up, or the pas- 
sions he has endeavoured to inflame, and 
which might have been left now, as on 
the earlier stages of this Bill, to be de- 
bated between the representatives of the 
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Trish Government in this House and the 
representatives of Ireland. 
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Mr. DILLON: I think the tone of 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
proves, if proof were needed, more than 
anything we have listened to in the course 


of this debate, the badness of the case of | 


the Government. When the right hon. 
Gentleman denounced the right hon. 
Member for East Fife for intervening in 
this debate, he seems to have an extra- 
ordinary idea of the position of Irish 
Members in this House. As I have 
pointed out on previous occasions, we 
would always be glad if all English Mem- 
bers refrained from debate or division on 
Irish Bills or questions ; but I protest 
against the doctrine that if the interven- 
tion of the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
whe is not an Irish Member is to be 
accepted, we are to be denied assistance 
of hon. Members on this side of the 
House who are not Irish Members, but 
who choose to take up the cause of 
Ireland. I must say I am exceedingly 
grateful to the right hon. Member for 
East Fife for his speech, which tore to 
pieces, I do not say the arguments for, 
but the provisions of the Bill, and ex- 
hibited in a most powerful way its true 
inwardness. The right hon. Gentleman 
has fallen back on an argument given 
before by the Chief Secretary in the 
course of the debate. He reminded the 
House of the case of the glebe purchasers, 
and endeavoured to draw a most absurd 
parallel between the reduction of the 


interest granted to them and _ the 
reduction of the interest proposed 
to be given to the tithe rent 


charge payers. The glebe purchasers, 
it is true, were forced to buy their hold- 
ings at a time when land was greatly in- 
flated in value, and the reason why very 
moderate concessions were made to them 
was that they were poor men struggling 
to make a living upon the land. What 
bearing has this in the case of men whose 
tithe rent-charge is only a very small 
charge on the land ? 
the logic of that argument we should be 
carried irresistibly to the conclusion 
that because in Ireland there had 
been reduction of rents to occupiers 
effected by a process of law, therefore you 
are bound to reduce every charge on the 
land—quit rents, Crown rents, and mort- 
gages. I say that the argument of the 
right hon. Gentleman absolutely dis 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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| appears on that ground. The Members 
| in charge of this Bill have been extremely 
free and ready to hurl charges against 
the gross ignorance of those who oppose 
it. If any English or Scotch Member 
intervenes he is said to be grossly 
ignorant ; but the right hon. Member for 
Kast Fife exhibited, in my opinion, great 
intelligence in discussing the Bill, and 
| certainly in point of capacity and know- 
ledge of the law he compares favourably 
| with the Attorney General for Ireland, 
|The right hon. Gentleman got up, and 
from the box at the Table announced with 
|vehemence that the rents had been re- 
{duced most in the province where the 
improvements of the tenants were pro- 
tected by the Ulster custom. I should 
like to hear the opinions of the Ulster 
tenants on that point. Were the rents 
‘in Ulster and the improvements of 
the tenants protected by the custom 
before the Land Act was passed ? Why, 
the custom gave no protection to tenants’ 
improvements in Ulster, and that was the 
great reason why the “Act of 1881 was 


passed. It was because the tenants in 
Ulster were pouring into the Land 
League, and the Government were 


frightened by the fact. If the improve- 
ments had been protected by custom, 
why did the Ulster tenants come into the 
Land League? I will tell the right hon. 
Gentleman one of the reasons, if he does 
not know it already, why the rents in 
| Ulster had been reduced much more than 
in the South. It was because the tenants 
in Ulster, encouraged by the custom, and 
led to hope that they would have a sale- 
able interest in the land, did make more 
improvementsthan the tenantsin the South, 
and consequently their rents had been much 
more reduced. It is the fact, and the 
statement of the right hon. the Member 
for East Fite stands absolutely unanswer- 
able, and cannot be controverted, that 
this Bill, in addition to all its other vices 
|—God knows it has vices enough— 
actually proposes to put a premium on 
‘the bad landlords by graduating the 
amount of remission of tithe rent-charge 
in proportion to their badness. I know 
estates where there never has been a 
| judicial rent fixed at all; and why? Be. 
jcause the landlords have been humane 
/men, and met the circumstances of the 
time by reasonable remissions of rent. 
| Now, supposing you could imagine—it 
is perfectly conceivable and _ legitimate 
to make the supposition—that there was 
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a county in Ireland in which all the 
landlords were good, reasonable men, and 
where no judicial rents had been fixed at 
all, what would this Bill do? It would 
vive a reduction of 35 per cent. in the 
tithe rent-charge in a neighbouring 
county where all the landlords were rack- 
renters, and not a penny of reduction 
in the county where the landlords were 
good, reasonable men. Could anyone 
imagine a wilder extremity of absurdity ? 
But there is another absurdity under- 
lying the vicious economic principle in- 
volved in the standard of variation intro- 
duced into this Bill. The tithes were 
originally one-tenth of the gross produce 
of the land. They never had, throughout 
all their history, so far as I have any 
knowledge of the question of tithes, any 
relation to the cost of production, or 
subsequently to the rent. By the Act 
of 1838, in consideration of the substitu- 
tion of a rent-charge leviable from the 
landlord in place of a tenth of the pro- 
duce, and of its becoming a prior lien on 
the land, the tithe-owners consented to an 
enormous reduction in the value of their 
tithe, amounting in some cases to 60 or 
70 per cent. All this is to be taken into 
consideration in estimating the nature of 
the ecclesiastical tithe rent-charge. From 
1838 to 1872 it was variable, but since 
872 it was invariable and a first charge 
on the land, having priority over all 
other charges, except quit-rents. You are 
now introducing a totally new principle 
of variation according to rents. [ main- 
tain that the variation of rent ought not, 
and as a matter of fact does not, bear an 
exact proportion to the variation of the 
prices of agricultural produce. Suppose 
the prices of agricultural produce had 
remained stationary, and the cost of the 
production had increased, rents would 
have been bound to go down. On the 
Second Reading of this Bill I said that it 
Was a proposal as regards the main part 
of its provisions to subsidise the Irish 
landlord, and I ventured to suggest that 
it would be much simpler, more honest, 
and sounder, from an Irish point of view, 
ii the Government would make up their 
minds how much money they were going 
to distribute amongst the Irish landlords, 
and put it in the Bill, be it £1,500,000 
That course, however, 
recommend itself to the 
[ venture to point out 


did not 
Government. 


‘to the Chief Secretary that this system 
good 
YL ‘ 


of bribery will produce no 
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result. You are now proposing 
to plunder the Church Fund, which was 
put aside by Parliament for the Irish 
public, for the sake of bribing the Irish 
landlords, and you are now reaping your 
reward. [ was not surprised at a certain 
bitterness of tone in the speech of the 
First Lord of the Treasury. At a great 
Orange meeting held on the 12th July, 
Lord Erne, Grand Master of the Orange 
Society, denounced the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary asa pest and a 
nuisance, and declared that the brothers 


Balfour were the curse of Ireland. That 
is all the reward they get. These 


Orange gentlemen understand their pro- 
ceedings perfectly well. They believe 
they have got this Bill by abuse, and the 
only result of the Government throwing 
their body to the wolves will be that the 
wolves will howl louder at their back 
than ever. One lamentable consideration 
which the House of Commons and the 
Government have got to hug to their 
bosoms is that, instead of getting any 
benefit whatever from any section by this 
pernicious Bill, it will be found that the 
Irish people are indignant, as they ought 
to be, and regard it as an act of spolia- 
tion; while the Irish landlords will de- 
nounce the brothers Balfour as the 
greatest pests which ever came to Ire- 
land. After all the discussions on this 
Bill, [am only confirmed in the opinion 
that a more indefensible one was never 
introduced into this House. I desire to 
say a few words on a portion of the Bill 
which has been somewhat neglected in 
the course of the discussions—the por- 
tion which deals with those tithes which 
are private property. The discussions 
in Committee have, | think, fully justified 
the protest which L ventured to make on 
the Second Reading against the plan 
adopted by the Government of including 
in the Bill two subjects incompatible and 
unsuited to be dealt with in the same 
measure—one the payment made by the 
ecclesiastical tithe-payers to a public fund, 
and the other the payment made by the 
tithe lay impropriator; that is a pay- 
ment made by one set of individuals to 
another, who are owners of what is 
really private property, just as much 
as Government stock is, and which, as a 
matter of fact, has been made a subject 
of sale in Ireland continually for over 
sixty years. Hardly a week passes that 
you do not see in Dublin newspapers 
advertisements of the sale of lay impro- 
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priate tithes as a portion of real estate. 
Now, these tithes have been variable 
according to certain standards, and by 
well ascertained methods ; and for sixty- 
two years they have never been interfered 
with, nor has a suggestion ever been made 
to alter the standard of variation. About 
seven or eight years ago the Government 
made a blunder by discontinuing the pub- 
lication in the Dublin Gazette of the tables 
of the average prices of wheat and oats 
as the necessary evidence of variation ; 
and the result was that the lay impro- 
priate tithes could not be varied for a 
period of seven years. But the Govern- 
ment might have recommended the re- 
publication of the average prices, and then, 
after seven years, these lay impropriate 
tithes might have been varied as they 
had been for sixty-two years. All that 
was necessary was to fill in this gap of 
seven years by a short Bill of one clause, 
according to the prices in the Reports of 
the Irish Land Commission. I cannot 
conceive why the Government did not 
concede that, except that they wanted a 
bit of oil or grease for other purposes. 
The Government, taking advantage of 
this excuse of a mistake in the publication 
of the Government (uzette, propose to 
alter the standard of variation which 
governs the relation of exclusive property 
between man and man, From whom has 
come a call for such a course of conduct ? 
Has it come from the tithe-payers or the 
tithe-owners ! The result of this arbi- 
trary alteration of the standard of varia- 
tion will be that some tithe-owners will 
be able to get a good deal more than they 
would under the old variations, and some 
will get a good deal less. I have never 
got an answer to the question, on what 
zround the Government have obtained the 
right to walk in between the owners of 


this private property and say, “ Take this | 


sill for £50 and write it down £40 ” ; or, 
“'Pake this Bill for £50 and write it up 
£60.” What is the excuse or justifica- 
tion for that? I have here a very curious 
document in connection with this ques- 
tion, There is an association in Ireland 
of lay impropriate tithe-payers. I do not 
know whether the lay impropriate tithe- 
owners have an association. The lay 
impropriate tithe payers claim — that 
the average prices of agricultural 
produce should be published, and their 
legal right restored of having their pay- 
ments regilated by these average prices. 
They held a meeting last spring to con 


Mr. Dillon. 
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sider the proposals of the Government 
Bill of last year, which was exactly the 
same as the present Bill. In a speech at 
that meeting, made by Mr. Sandhurst, he: 
said that they ought to appeal to the 
Government to introduce a Bill to remedy 
the great injustice complained of that 
they were not able to get their legal 
right of variation. And Mr. Sandhurst 
added that they did not consider that 
the Bill of last session met the case at 
all of the lay impropriate tithe-payers, 
nor could such a measure be accepted, 
The lay impropriate tithe-payers are not 
satisfied with this Bill, because it gives 
too much relief to some and not enough 
relief to others ; in other words, because 
it arbitrarily alters the law without regard 
to justice. I assert positively that 
during my twenty years experience of 
the House of Commons no such proposal 
was ever made to interfere with the 
rights of property on any public or 
private ground. There was no necessity 
of any kind for it, except that the right 
hon. Gentleman said, when pressed, that 
it would make the law more symmetrical. 
That is a most favourable illustration of 
the spirit in which this Bill was drafted ; 
and I think the Government have treated 
the House of Commons very unfairly im 
having mixed up the greater question of 
ecclesiastical tithes with this of purely 
private property, which might be dealt 
with by a Bill of one clause. Now, 
I turn for a moment to the proviso in 
Clause 1 by which the Church Fund is 
to lose £1,300,000. But before I say 
anything on the financial position of the 
Church Fund after this bill passes into 
law, I desire to deal with the contentiom 
put forward two or three times, that the: 
fifty-two years annuities were based upon 
a miscalculation. The right hon. Gentle 
man seemed, on the Second Reading, to 
venture to doubt whether we would 
question his contention that this fifty-two 
years was a miscalculation. In that he 
was most audacious. Remember that if 
we destroy the theory of this miscalcula- 
tion, we destroy the only justification for 
the first sub-section of this clause, which 
involves a loss to the Church Fund of 
£1,300,000. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : £1,110,000. 
Mr. DILLON: How is the theory of 


miscalculation made out? In 1869, when 
Mr. Gladstone introduced the Church Bill 
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first, he proposed that it should be open 
to the payers of tithe rent-charge to buy 
their tithe rent-charge, either for cash, at 
twenty-two and a half years purchase, or 
to buy the gross tithe rent at twenty-two 
and a half years purchase, the Govern- 
ment lending them money on such terms 
that, by making an annual payment for 
forty-five years, principal and _ interest 
would be extinguished; and he stated 
that he calculated the annual payment 
would be 35 per cent. of the gross tithe 
rent-charge. The original proposal was 
forty-five years instalments; but when 
the Bill came into Committee Mr. Glad- 
stone himself moved an amendment to 
Clause 32, proposing to substitute fifty-two 
years instalments for forty-five years, and 
at the same time he agreed that the tithe 
trent - charge payers should have the 
right to deduct from their tithe rent- 
charge, before the price was caleu- 
lated, the sum _ of the whole of 
the poor-rate, which was considerable. 
Again, he made a further concession. 
Whereas at the Second Reading of the 
Bill he proposed that the instalments 
should be at the rate of £4 10s. per cent. 
of the gross tithe rent-charge, in Com- 
mittee he proposed that it should be 
£4 9s. per cent. per annum of the nett 
valuation, and that the instalments should 
be spread over fifty-two years. Now, 
that settlement was denounced by the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer as 
sacrilegious bribery, and also by the chief 
Irish landlords. On a division, however, 
it was carried by the unanimous vote of 
the landlords in this House, despite the 
protest of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and Mr. Forster and the Radical party. 
Now the right hon. Gentleman has the 
audacity to get up and tell us that the 
whole of this transaction was based on an 
arithmetical miscalculation, a calculation 
which was first of all worked out by the 
English Treasury, adopted by Mr. Glad- 
stone, and passed the test of prolonged 
discussion in this House. I admit that 
some exception was taken to it ; but it was 
as heing too favourable to the landlords. 
Neither Mr. Disraeli nor Mr. Gladstone 
nor the champions of the Irish landlords 
ever suggested the doctrine of miscalcula- 
tion which is now advanced. Then a 


period of three years elapsed, and the | 


Whole question was re-surveyed in this 
House in 187 
lords, who were largely represented in 


this House and in the House of Lords, | 
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72, and again the Irish land- | 
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‘never protested, and the Bill passed 


through the two Houses of Parliament 
without a single word of criticism on 
their part. Therefore up to the Act of 
1872 there was no suggestion whatever 
of a miscalculation. From 1872 down 
to 1881 and from 1881 to 1890 the 
whole intelligence of the Irish landlords 
as well as of the innumerable skilful 
lawyers who are attached to them in 
Ireland was devoted to searching and 
rummaging through the land legislation 
passed by this House in order to find a 
grievance. Yet this miscalculation was 
never heard of. Are we to be told that 
the Irish landlords and the lawyers who 
are their friends in Ireland would not 
have discovered during these years this 
arithmetical mistake, and the greatest 
that would ever have appeared in history 
if it existed? ‘In June, 1894, Lord 
Belmore in his famous question 
started this doctrine. What set the 
Irish landlords on this theory of 
miscalculation ? They were set on it 
because it had come to their knowledge 
that a great loan on the Irish Church 
Fund was to be paid off, and that when it 
was paid off a certain sum would be set 
free, and it occurred to the Irish landlords 
that they ought to get hold of it. It was 
really for that reason, and for no other 
reason that I can discover, that they in- 
vented this doctrine of miscalculation. 
Lord Belmore put a series of questions in 
the House of Lords, in the course of 
which this doctrine was started. He 
asked why did the Treasury in 1869 re- 
commend the Government of the day to 
alter the terminable annuities from forty- 
five years to fifty-two, and also whether 
there was not a miscalculation made as to 
the term of years in which the principal 
sums with interest would be paid off? 
That involved the doctrine that Mr. Glad- 
stone and the Treasury of that day were 
not able to calculate in what number of 
years an annuity would pay off a princi- 
pal sum with interest. Lord Belmore was 
informed in reply that there was no mis- 
calculation because no rate of interest was 
prescribed in the Act. After the lapse of 
twenty-eight years the Treasury on the 
motion of Lord Belmore again examined 
the question, and laid it down that there 
was no basis for the charge of miscalcu- 
lation, and yet in face of that fact and 
the other facts I have cited the right hon. 
Gentleman states that the case of the 
landlords is perfectly clear. This is what 
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the right hon. Gentleman said on the 
point— 

“ Objection to this provision of the Bill must 
therefore he made on either of two grounds: | 
First, that a 33 per cent. rate of interest is too 
low—which would be a bold assertion in the 
face of Mr. Gladstone’s ow n statement, and of 
the faet that the rates of interest formerly 
paid by tenant 
have all been reduced from 34 per cent. to 
3i per cent. Or, secondly, that it ts just that 
a terminable annuity for the redemption of a 
capital sum should continue to be paid for 
seven years after such capital sam can be 
shown by the rules of arithmetie to have heen 
repaid.” 


That is saying it 

Gladstone did not 
for twenty-nine years th 
sury were absolutely unable to grasp, the 


so many words that Mr, 

understand, and that 
the British Trea- 
extra- 


‘ 
(en- 


rules of arithmetic. That is a most 
ordinary position for the right hon. 
tleman to take up, and yet it 
ground on which he can justify this enor- 
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after all 
cussions that there is no sha shred 


of excuse for surrendering Irish 


landlords seven years instalments which 


they l 






ay, and which in 
be compelled to pay 
long as they retain their land. Let 
me turn for a tew minutes tothe effect of 
this Bill on the Church Fund, becanse 
that, after all, is a very important ques- 
tion, and one which we were not able to 
discuss fully in Committee. J thought 
we might have been able to obtain some 
more light on the matver. I have 
endeavouring ever since the Bill of last 
year was introduced from the 
Government a really satisfactory caleula- 
tion of what will be the effect of this Bill 
if passed into law on the Church Fund, 
and I have never been able to get any- 
thing but the most perfunctory and con- 
fusing answers. I think the Bill has 
been drawn in such a way that it is 
lutely impossible to calculate with any 
degree of certainty what will be its effect 
on the Church Fund, and 
would be a sufficient ground for rejecting 
it, because I cannot conceive any more 
vicious method of legislation than, as 
regards a complicated Bill affecting a 
great public fund, to be told by 
the minister in charge that it is 
really impossible to ascertain the effect of 
the Bill. This is the only statement 
vouchsafed to us during the discussions 
Mr. Dilion. 
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(on this Bill by the right hon. Gentleman 
| 


| as to its effect on the fund. He said— 
‘T may say, generally, that the result of the 
ie ss ulations has been most carefully verified 
both by the Treasury and by the Land Com- 
mission ; and [ think we may take it that, as 
faras possible, accuracy has heen obtained, 
At least, it is not tor want of trouble taken by 
one side or the other. Now, tue reduction of 
the pe riod of the currency of the terminable 
annt title s will have the effect of reducing the 
Chureh Fund by a capil: ul sumof £1,140,000; 
but this loss will not be: vin until the year 1917 








when the earliest teriminable annuities rmn out, 
What effect are the propos: ils of the Bill likely 
| to have on the resources of the Cluurch Fund? 
| By the first proposal, that fand will ultimately 
lose a ¢: apital sum of about £1,140,000, but this 
loss will net begin until the year 1917. The 
seeond propos ul of the Bill will result in the 
immediate loss of an annual sum ot about 
£33,000. This loss will continue for the first 
fifteen years, and may increase in subsequent 
periods of fifteen years with any idditional 
judicial rents. The 
abolition of the right to redeem 
in a vain to 








average reduction of 
the tithe rent- 
the Church 
amount oF 


charge will result 
Fund ot capital sum, the exact 





whieh it is impossible to state. but which may 
conceivably be £3.500.000. 9 This cain, how 
ever, will not begin to acerue tor forty-five 
years trom the present time. Mir. DILLON : 
Is that based on the supposition that no sales 
take place 7] Yes, that is so by the fourth 
propos: tl of the Bill there wili he a vain to the 
Church Fund of an annwal sum of £6,000 
Weare told that if no land is sold in Ire- 
land the Church Fund in forty-five years 
will gain three and a half millions, but 
land is now being sold Ireland at the 
‘ 1 7 1 oF 
rate of about one and @ hail mililic MS pet 
° 1 
annum, and there is a movement, which 
if I do not misunderstand it will result in 
! ] 4] 
transferri all the land of Ireland to the 





within the next twenty 


within the next ten 


farmers cert: unly 
years, and p srobably 


years Therefore ‘this ealeulation, on the 
strenuth of which we are to make this 
huge inroad into the Church Fund, is 
absolutely delusive. We are solemnly 
asked to look forward and to attach 
weight to a possible ad to the 





Church Fund resulting from t she abolition 
of the right to redeem, which will begin 
to acerue in forty-five years, and ay 
begin if no sale of land takes place in the 
interval, where is We all know that long 
( 

rill be ad, an isitesd of three and 
half millions I say that if the fund 
benefits to the cake of £200,000 it 
will be the outside floure possible. But 
hie loss to the fund on the day 
on which this Bill becomes operative, and 
will continue and inercase until the whole 
Charzh Fund will he dissipated. The 
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provision in the Act of 1896 could at least 
be plausibly defended, as it was inserted 
for the purpose of promoting the sale of 
land to the tenants. It might have 
been said, just as it was said when we 
swallowed the dole to the landlords in 
order to secure local government, that 
the landlords should be allowed to 
reap that advantage under the Act of 
1896 as a reward for selling their land 
to their tenants, because everyone is 
anxious to get rid of this land quarrel, 
which has brought almost inconceivable 
evils on Ireland, and we are all prepared 
to make sacrifices to end ir, on reasonable 
terms. Therefore when the clause in the 
Act of 1896 was introduced—although I 
am looked upon as irreconcilable in these 
matters, and I admit I am—I did not feel 
called upon to protest against it, just as I 
abstained from dividing against the Agri- 
cultvral Grant in 1898, because although 
I did not approve of the principle, there 
was a great object to be gained, which I was 
willing should be gained, even at the cost 
of the Church Fund. But what do you 
propose to do by this Bill ? You reverse 
that policy. You are now offering to the 
landlords who have refused to sell the 
sume advantages and concessions as were 
given by the Act of 1896 to landlords 
who were willing to sell, and in that way 
also you are doing a great wrong. — | 
think the First Lord of the Treasury was 
very ill-advised in throwing sneers across 
the House at the Irish Members who are 
working under very difficult circum- 
stances to protect the interests of their 
constituents. He said it was very unfair 
of us to adopt the attitude we did adopt 
with regard to the Rating Act, and he 
suid that we swallowed the bribe. We 
are obliged to endeavour to pass legisla- 
tion for our own country in this House in 
circumstances of the most cruel difficulty, 
aul we are obliged to submit to the con- 
ditions imposed on us by the strangers 
whorule us. We have never been able to 
discuss Irish matters on their merits in 
this House. You never deal with Irish 
Measures on their merits. You deal with 
them either because of the disturbed con- 
dition of Ireland or because you wish a 
bribe to be distributed among a certain 
class in that country. When a measure 
of land reform or popular government is 
offered to us it is always tied up with 
some condition we strongly object to, but 
we are told that we must swallow the 


whole thing or get nothing. That is the 
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principle we are compelled to accept, and 
[am not a bit ashamed of our accepting 
it under the circumstances. But I warn 
the First Lord of the Treasury and the 
Irish Secretary that the course they are 
pursuing on this Bill will gain them 
neither authority nor respect in Ireland. 
The Chief Secretary has been five years 
in office, and has made flourishing 
speeches about killing Home Rule by 
kindness. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It has been 
said over and over again that I used the 
words “killing Home Rule by kindness.” 
[ should be very glad to have the report 
of that speech produced. 


Mr. DILLON: The phrase has been 
quoted by the right hon. Gentleman’s 
supporters. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have had no 
opportunity of challenging the statement 
in the House before. 


Mr. DILLON: My recollection is that 
the right hon. Gentleman had been 
charged with the intention of killing 
Home Rule by kindness, and that he said 
he would be very glad if he succeeded in 
doing so. What I would advise him to 
pursue would be a policy not of kindness 
but of justice. I resented that speech 
as it was reported at the time, because I 
do resent, as I think Iam entitled to resent, 
Englishmen or Scotchmei coming over 
to Ireland and adopting a tone of superi- 
ority and condescension which the Irish 
people do not appreciate. If the right 
hon. Gentleman pursues such a policy as 
that he will never win respect from any 
section of the population. What we want 
in Ireland is fair play and justice, and if 
the right hon. Gentleman would embark 
on a policy of fair play—I do not say he 
would kill Home Rule, because he would 
not—he would win the respect of all 
sections of the Irish people. But the 
policy of bribery, the policy which has 
dictated this Bill, will have the effect of 
exasperating the Irish people who agree 
with us, and of arousing only the con- 
tempt of the section represented by the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman the 
Member for North Armagh. The right 
hon. and gallant Gentleman, while the 
Government are engaged in passing 
this Bill, does not use the same lan- 
guage as he would use at an Orange 
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meeting in Ireland. The 
retary has now learned after five years 
administration in Ireland, although he 
has distributed hundreds of thousands 
of pounds as largess among the Irish 
landlords, that all he has wot is to be 
denounced as a second “Dick Turpin,” 
and to be told that he and his brother 
are the greatest curses ever sent to Ire- 
land. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I only de- 
sire to occupy the time of the House for 
a few minutes in referring to matters not 
hitherto mentioned in the debate. First, 
as to the manner in which this Bill has 
been introduced—there are only two 
names on the back of it, namely, the 
Attorney General for Ireland and the 
Chief Secretary. I maintain that that isa 
a public scandal in a public Bill. This 
Bill is eminently a financial measure. It 
deals with an enormous amount of money 
to be transferred from a public fund to a 
particular class in Ireland, and it is a 
gross public scandal that the Finance 
Minister should not be publicly responsible 
for it. The Finance Minister is Chancellor 
of the Exchequer not only for England 
but for Ireland, and it was his duty to 
have explained this Bill to the House. 
Then the other Finance Minister, the 
Secretary to the Treasury, has not in the 
least intervened in the debates. The 
names of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and the Secretary to the Treasury have 
been on the back of all the other great 
financial measures referring to Ireland, 
because they dealt with public money. 
The name of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer is absent from this Bill because 
he denounced its principle thirty years 
ago in language which has never been 
retracted. Probably the Secretary to the 
Treasury has also expressed his well- 
known opinions privately with reference 
to boodle of this kind. I say no Bill 
involving one and a half millions of money 
has ever been presented to this House 
except on the responsibility of the Finance 
Minister. Let me remind the House that 
the Irish patriot party insisted, when the 
Union was carried, on having an Irish 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to conduct 
Trish financial business in this House, and 
in the early years of this century the 
Irish Chancellor of the Exchequer was no 
less a person than Mr. Foster, who had 
been Speaker of the Lrish House of Com- 
mons. If you had majority, not of 


Mr. Dillon. 
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140, but of 300 in this House, and an 
Irish Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
guard the Irish purse, a measure of this 
kind would be impossible. The Conser- 
vative Members have shown me great 
courtesy, and it is irritating to them 
when a discussion on the matter which 
they think threshed out is continued, but 
I would point out that Mr. Disraeli, on 
the Second Reading of the Irish 
Church _ Bill, denounced this arrange- 


ment which is now being carried in 
the interests of the Irish landlords, 
Sooner or later, Mr. Disraeli said, the 


Irish landlords would gourmandise all the 
Church Fund. He said that the whole 
property of the Church of — Ireland, 
generally speaking, would go to the land- 
lords. (Interruption.) Hon. Gentlemen 
might well buzz at the idea of it. 
Mr. Disraeli went on to say that for 
thirty years the Irish landlords had 
had “£100,000 a year out of the Church 
property, amounting in all to  pro- 
bably £3,000,000, and he asked what 
good it had done. Was the state of Ire- 
land improved by it? But Mr. Disraeli 
under-estimated the case. When the first 
avaricious raid was made on the property 
of the Church of which the landlords were 
members, the Keclesiastical tithe charge 
was commuted at a tenth of its value, 
and 25 per cent. over and above was paid 
to them for collecting it. In 1867 the 
agricultural crops in Lreland were of the 
value of £30,000,000, but the amount of 
the tithe rent-charge was only put at 
£370,000 ; whereas it ought to have been 
£3,000,000, and the difference between 
£370,000 and £3,000,000 went into the 
pockets of that virtuous class, the Irish 
landlords. I say that the landlords have 
got far too much out of the [rish Church 
Fund already ; but by this Bill they are 
getting by the reduction of the annual 
instalments from fifty-two to forty-five 
years, a sum equal to £1,500,000, 
although the Chief Secretary, who is 
generally wrong in his calculations, only 
made it out at £1,140,000. I object to 
the Irish landlords getting through a 
brutal and palpable fraud anything out 
of the Church Fund, which ought to be 
devoted to the Irish people when suffering 
from some unavoidable calamity. The 
Irish landlords never object to charity. 
Long after the Reformation, successive 
Acts of Parliament were passed to enable 
tenants to make a raid on the Church 
lands. The Duke of Abercorn and others 
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like him are tenants of the lands stolen | 
from the Irish Church. The Irish | 
Bishops, who were generally English im- | 
portations—— | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I fear the hon. 
Member is going to somewhat ancient | 
history in reference to this Bill. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL : The object | 
of the Bill is ancient history, but I will | 
not refer to the matter, Mr. Speaker, if , 
you tell me not to doso. I will do what- | 
ever you tell me. 
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will enormously benefit by the Bill—the 
Duke of Devonshire, Lord Lansdowne, 
Lord Londonderry, and the Earl of Pem- 
broke. I will say, in conclusion, that I 
never recollect any Act which has been 
passed by a Ministry which will confer 
such pecuniary benefits on the members 


| themselves, or certain of them, as this Act 
will. In fact, the whole thing is, I am 


sorry to say, a most atrocious and in- 
famous fraud ona public fund-—a fraud 
perpetrated on the poor in the interests of 
the rich. It is a perfect illustration of 


the proverb which warns not to rob the 
| poor because they are poor. 


We have 


‘heard a great deal of the tithepayer, and 


*Mr. SPEAKER: As the hon. Member 

appeals to me, I would ask him not to 
continue his remarks on ancient Irish 
history. 


of the equity which should attach to our 
dealings with him. But we have heard 


‘nothing of the titheowner, who is the 
| person principally affected, because as the 


| tithe rent-charge is reduced so surely is 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: With great 
respect, I think that is rather an unfair 
advantage to take. You will do better if 
you will allow me to show that I was en- | 
deavouring to bring this ancient history 
into connection with this Bill. I am |} 
pleading that this Bill should not pass, and 
that the chief beneficiaries under this Bill 
have already got enormous slices of the 
Church land. The Duke of Abereorn—— 


| the tithe-owner affected. 


Why is that ? 
It is because the titheowners are poor, 


and have no great political influence. On 
the whole I regard this Bill as, in the 


words of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, sacrilegious bribery. I am in- 
clined, however, to rejoice at this Bill, 
because it destroys altogether the sanctity 
of contracts, and will make any attack on 
the public revenue or on private property 


utterly unassailable by gentlemen on 


i these benches who have sanctioned this 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. 
Member is really trifling with the House | 
in going into this matter. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: If you do | 
not permit me, I shall say no more; but 
If I am not permitted to speak of it in 
this House I shall be able to see that it is | 
made well known in Ireland. The First | 
Lord of the Treasury was searcely right | 
in saying that he was benefitting the | 
Irish landlords in spite of them-| 
selves. He said, ‘We are only doing | 
justice to the Irish landlords who are | 
reviling us.” He ought to have 
known that amongst the persons to 
whom he is doing this act of justice, and | 
who will be most benefitted by it, are 


Members of the present Government and | 
The benefit of | 
this Bill to the ordinary poor Irish land- | 
lords, with a rental of £800 to £1,500 a | 
But it is of | 


extensive Irish landlords. 


year, is of small significance. 
enormous significance to these extensive 
Irish landlords. I will give the names of 
the members of the Government who 


Bill. 


Mr. FLYNN: I complain of the atti- 
tude of the Treasury in regard to this 


Bill. One would have thought that the 


natural guardians of the Irish Church 
Fund, which is the only public fund 
which the Irish people have had since the 
Union, would have been the Chief Secre- 
tary and the Attorney General. But 


the hopes we have placed on them have 


been falsified. It is impossible but that 
there shall be loss on one fund or 
another ; if not on the Church Fund it 
will fall on the Treasury, because nearly 
half of the liabilities of the Irish Church 
Fund have been guaranteed by the Trea- 
sury. On what ground did the Govern- 
ment bring in this Bill? They cannot 
put the saddle on two horses at once. 
Either the settlement of 1872 was wrong, 
and Mr. Gladstone and the Treasury 
of that date made an absolute mistake ; 
and, as the Chief Secretary says, this Bill 
was introduced to correct that mistake ; 
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or the Duke of Devonshire was right 
when he said in another place that the 
Bill had been introduced as a compensa- 
tion to the Irish landlords for the redue- 
tion of their rents by the Land Act of 1881. 
it is not the least invidious feature of 
this Bill that members of the Govern- 
ment, including the noble Lord whose 
speech has been already referred to, and 
members of the Cabinet, will be among 
those who will get a large slice out of 
the Irish Church Fund. I presume, if 
there is any virtue in actuarial calcula- 
tions, that if the Treasury were right in 
1895 they ought to be right now, and_ if 
in 1895 the Irish Church Fund would not 
bear any further burden, how is_ it 
possible that the Fund can now be so 
solvent and so strong that it can have 
this one and a half million taken away 
from it as well as £33,000 a year, espe- 
cially when it is considered that 
1895 £70,000 a year has also been taken 


since 


trom itfor the Agricultural Board? The 
Treasury have been got at. In 1895 


they opposed the proposal of the Land 
Commissioners to reduce the repayments 
of the debt tothem on behalf of the Irish 
tenants from twenty-two and a half to 
twenty years. That was refused in con- 
nection with a large scheme of land pur- 
chase, to which both political parties 
were committed, and the Government 
opposed it on the ground that it would 
affect the Trish Church Func,  Mean- 
time £70,000 a year has been taken 
from it for the Agricultural Board. We 
are told that that £70,000 is all right, 
and that if at the end of fifteen vears 
this Department for improving agricul- 
tue and instructing our people cannot 
obtain that money, we might perhaps 
have a case to go to the Treasury. 
I should like to see the position of the 
Irish Minister who at the end of fifteen 
vears would have to approach the Trea- 
sury and say that the Agriculture Depart- 
ment could not continue any longer. In 
conclusion I think we are justified in 
putting before the House, and I trust 
also before the country, that this Bill has 
not been demanded by any body of public 
opinion or by any important movement. 
It is a Bill brought in to satisfy a small | 
but hungry section of the supporters of 
evictions in Ireland. It is a Bill which 
will give more to the rich landlord than 
to the small struggling landlord. To hirn | 
that possesses much will be given more, | 
whereas the poor landlords will be given | 


Mr, Flinn. 
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very little, but whether this money be 
given to the rich and prosperous landlord 
in large measure, or to the small and 
struggling landlord in small measure, it 
comes from an Irish fund which does not 
belong to the Treasury, and which it is 
an act of tyranny on the part of English 
and Scotch Members to interfere with. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: I feel it my 
duty, even at this advanced hour, to join 
in the final protest of my hon. friends 
against this Bill. It is certainly not our 
fault that the House has been put to the 
inconvenience of remaining up to this 
hour. The right hon. Gentleman insists 
on pushing the Bill through to-night, and 
that is the reason why Members have 


been put to the inconvenience of this 
prolonged sitting. The Leader of the 
Opposition, in the speech he made 


during these debates, described the 
Bill as the most extraordinary Bill of the 
century. I think that description was 
amply justified, and I think also that the 
Bill has been produced and carried 
through under very extrac?dinary circum- 
stances. This is the sixth night on which 
we have dealt with this question, and 
there are much more urgent demands on 
the attention of Parliament. Only this 
afternoon the Leader of the House was 
asked on what date he would bring for- 
ward the Indian Budget. He was asked 
that question in view of an accumulation 
of suffering on the people of India which 
is unparalleled in history, and the right 
lion. Gentleman had to reply that he 
could just give one afternoon in the 
course of next week for discussing the 
fate and fortunes of 250 millions of peopl 
stricken by famine and plague and almost 
every other evil that can befall a nation. 
Again, 200 Members of this House asked 
for two or three hours to pass a Bill 
dealing with an important branch of the 
salvation of this country from the vice of 
drink, and that request was refused. A 
most important question, affecting the 
welfare of millions of people, has been 
refused discussion, while to an unjust 
measure like this Bill the Government 
have given six nights of most precious 
time. The Leader of the House made an 


/impassioned reply to the speech of the 


late Home Secretary, and he made one 
observation in the course of that reply to 
which I will allude. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman laid down this proposition, which is 
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gratifying to me and most astonishing as 
coming from him, that he would be better 
eased if the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Kast Fifeshire had allowed 
the debate to proceed on the lines on 
which it has hitherto been condueted, 
namely between the ofticial representa- 
tives of the Trish Government and the 
Irish Members. He indignantly objected 
te the intervention of one of the ablest 
Members of this House in an Irish debate. 
That would have been permissible if it 
came from one who believed that Ireland 
should be governed by the Irish Mem- 
bers ; but this indignant surprise at a 
British Member venturing to intervene 
between the official representatives of the 
Irish Government and the Trish Members 
came very strangely from one of the high 
priests of Unionism in this House. It is 
quite true that the debates on this Bill 
have been mainly left to the Chief Sec- 
retary and the Irish Members, not only as 
to the making of the speeches, but also 
as to the hearing of the speeches. We 
have conducted these debates with only the 
Chief Secretary and the Attorney General 
for reland on the Treasury Bench, and an 
from the Leader of the 

Irish Members not in 
I should like, but 


number on these 


occasional visit 

House, and the 
such jarge number as 
considerable 
benches. The benches opposite were as a 
rule deserted, or perhaps oceupied by two 
or three phantoms —-I use the word in a 
spiritual rather than a physical sense— 


still in 


who made more conspicious the absence 
of the general body of the Conservative 
party. But when the division bells were 
rung these gentlemen who had not heard 
asingle word of the speech, and who, | 
venture to say, would not pass the most 
primary examination as to the provisions 
of even the first clause of the Bill, 
trooped in from the terrace, the 
smoke rooms, and the — library, 
and voted down the representatives 
ot Ireland, not in accordance with the 
arguments, because they did not hear 
them, but at the direction of the Whips 
of their party. Therefore, when the 
First Lord of the Treasury objected to the 
intervention of the right hon. Member 
for East Fife, who made a most 
and brilliant speech, [ think he would have 
taken more logical ground if he bad 
asked not only that the debates should be 
confined to the representatives of the 
Irish Government and the Trish Mem- 
bers, but that the voting should he con- 
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fined to them also. I should like to eall 
attention to the statement of the Leader 
of the Honse that a great reduction of 
rents had taken place in Ulster. That 
was an avowal [was very glad to hear. I 
do not know whether his knowledge of 
that fact was the result of these debates, 
but I think he happened to be in the 
House when we were dealing with that par- 
ticular branch of the question. He followed 
that, however, with the astounding state- 


“ment that in Ulster the tenants’ improve- 


ments had always been protected by the 
Ulster custom. Did that statement come 
as au matter of surprise to the Chief 
Secretary 7? Does the right hon. Gentle- 
man accept it ? 

Mr. G.. W. BALFOUR: 
speaking, yes. 

Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: Then I can 
only say that “broadly speaking” the 
ignorance of the right hon. Gentleman is 
almost as great as the ignorance of his 
brother. When the First Lord of the 
Treasury says that the tenants in Ulster 
were protected as to their improvements, 
[ assume he means by the Ulster custom. 
But every Ulster man knows that the 
Ulster custom was confined to the right 
of free sale, and that right of free sale 
did not interfere with the right of the 
landiord to raise the rent on the incoming 
tenant in spite of the fact that the in- 
coming tenant had paid for that right. 
The Ulster men were in a state ef more 
aggravated revolt than any other part of 
Ireland. The First Lord accepted the 
fact—he could not deny it on the statistics 
presented to the House—that the highest 
reductions took place in the northern 
province ; but what did that prove? It 
proved the hypocrisy of the cry of the 
landlords that the reduction of the rents 
was the production of political agitation 
and not of their own rack-rents in the 
Ireland. In the county of 
Armagh the reductions in the rent 
amounted to 28 per cent., and in the 
county of Down, the most loyal of all the 
counties, the reductions of rent made by 
private agrecment reached the extra- 
ordinary figure of 40 per cent. ; and it 
Was in these very counties where rack- 
renting had been most triumphant. Yet 
it is in these counties that the largest 
amount of the bribe provided by this 
Bill will be given to the Irish land- 
lords. I do not see the right hon, 
and gallant Member for North Armagh 


Broadly 


north of 
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in his place, but if he were here I | mand that because their rents have been Chaplin 
would tell him that, instead of the | reduced 16 per cent.—half the reduction Charrin 
landlords in these counties having a right | in England—they want more compensa- a 
of complaint against the Government, | tion. And the Chief Secretary, addressing Colling 
they have been the spoiled children and | these poor gilded paupers, says, “ Let Colomb 
‘curled darlings of this Administration.|me see, what fund is there which Corbett 
. : cage . y Cornwa 
The Irish landlords are the only class in| we can draw upon in order to fa tes 
this community who have been able to| put another dole into their pockets?” Curzon. 
‘come to this House and get compensation | And the right hon. Gentleman takes the Dalkeit 
for the reduction of their revenue brought | unprotected Church Fund, makes a dive Delty= 
abouts by economic and insurmountable | at it, and gives out of it practically two 908g 
causes. The Duke of Devonshire said | millions of money to the landlords of Ire- Fellow 
‘some time ago that he had to submit to | land, who had had their rents reduced Finch, | 
‘a 16 per cent. reduction of rent on his | 16 per cent., instead of 35 per cent. in Finlay, 
‘estates in Ireland, while, ona similar estate | England. The whole calculated and in- mpi 
in Somerset, the reduction had been 35 | tended effect of this Bill and of such like Foster, 
per cent. But the difference between | legislation is that the provisions and Fry, L 
them is this: that for the reduction on | consequences of the Land Act of 188], Gedge, 
his English estate he got no compensation and the Act passed by the right hon. rere 
whatever, always excepting the Agricul- | Gentleman himself, shall be nullified, and Gordor 
tural Rating Act. And he dare not come | full and adequate compensation shall be Gouldi 
to ask this House, because his rent had | given for the reductions of rent in Green, 
‘been reduced 35 per cent., to make it up| Ireland by successive hauls from the maa 
to him. Even if he went to the House | Irish Church Fund. These are the Hanbu 
‘where he sits, which is the guardian on | reasons why we oppose this — Bill. Hanso 
ithe sociai and political interests of the;I know it will pass into law. It 
ilandlords, and said, “I want compensation | has been fought very steadily in this 
because my rents in Somerset have been | House. I do not think it has been un- Abrah 
reduced 35 per cent.,” he would be | fairly fought, considering its importance. — 
laughed to scorn. But when the loss is | I believe that in another place it will be ate 
16 per cent. in Ireland, that changes his | received rapturously, and welcomed with 11s01 
character from an English to an Irish open arms. But this cannot go on for Blake, 
landlord ; and he goes to the Chief | ever. The Irish landlords have got their Boltor 
Secretary for Ireland, who says to him, | last dole, although their clamorous de- Brigg. 
“ My poor gilded pauper, I really must | mands have not yet beeen exhausted, as Baxto 
come to your relief, because you have had | this Bill shows. I hope this will be the Caldw 
16 per cent. taken off your rents.” And last session of the present House of Com- Camp 
ithe right hon. Gentleman forthwith pro-| mons, and I trust that, if we all should ae 
ceeds to bring in the Local Govern-| be Members of a future House of Com- Phan 
ment Bill for Ireland, and because | mons, one of the first measures which, if Comn 
‘their Graces have been gracious even the present Chief Secretary is in Crean 
enough to extend to Ireland the local | office, will be introduced will be one to rsd 
liberties given by consent of all parties in| put an end to this long and devas- Talsi 
England and Wales and Scotland, and | tating social struggle between classes Dillor 
which must therefore have come inevit-|in Ireland, and dispose of the claims of Doog: 
ably to Ireland by the logic of events, | the Irish landlords by a scheme of land — 
his Grace and the class to which he be- | purchase. Flynt 
longs are immediately relieved of practi- | Fox, 
‘cally all contribution to the local expenses | Question put. \ 
‘of Ireland. But, not satisfied with that Mi 
‘dole, they go to the righthon. Gentleman} The House divided:—Ayes, 110; 
two or three sessions afterwards and de- | Noes, 74. (Division List No. 223.) 
AYES. — 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Bethell, Commander Butcher, John George Atki 
Arrol, Sir William Blakiston-Houston, John Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. Balfo 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Blundell, Colonel Henry Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire Balfo 
Balfour, Kt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r Bond, Edward Cecil, Evelyn, (Hertford, East) Beacl 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds | Brassey, Albert Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) Beth 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts Brodrick, Rt. Hon St. Jokn = Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.(Birm. Blak’ 
Beach,RtHonSirM.H.(Bristol) Bullard, Sir Harry Chainberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) an 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor. od 
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Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

ag Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert B: annatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobertPenrose- 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Gedee, Sydney 

Godson,SirA ugustuslrederick 
Goldsworthy, “Major- -General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, es Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert Wim. 





Hanson, Sir Reginald 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


sillson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brige, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Buxton, Sydney Chasles 
oom James 
Camp! bell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Commins, Andrew 
Crean, Eugene 
Crilly, Daniel 


Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 


Dalziel, James Henry 

Dillon, bor 

Dooyan, P.C 

Evans, ‘Samuel T. (Glamorg. ) 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James C hristopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


Main Question put. 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manel’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H( Bristol) 
Bethell, Commander 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Sond, Edward 
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Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert T. | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, es urrie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lonsdale, John B esses 
Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Manners, Lord Ed. Wm. J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
nage Edward Philip 
More, R. Jasper ( (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donala Ninian 

Pease, Herbert P.( Darlington) 
Phillpotts. “yan Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


1900} 





NOES. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jamieson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland 
Lough, Thomas 
Macaleese, Daniel 


MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qn.’s C. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


M‘ Arthur, William(Cornwall) 


M: Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 


Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 


Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
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Rankin, Sir James 

tentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, RtHnSirMatthew, W. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hac kney) ) 

found, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh. ) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand). 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Welby, 'Lt- ColA.C. E.(Tauntn) 
Williams,J oseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wi ortley, tt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—. 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Ansvruther. 


O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liv erpool) 
O'Kelly, James 

O'Malley, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.), 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Redmond John E.( Waterford) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Chas. Ed. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J.(Forfarshire) 
Stanhope, on. Philip J. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Williams,John Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, J. W: (Worcester. N. 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’ Brien 


| The House divided :—Ayes, 94; Noes, 


| 58. (Division List No. 


AYES. 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Soars Sir Edw. H, 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
C hamberlain, Rt. Hin. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J Austen(Wore’r 


234.) 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalry mple, Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw 
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Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Gedge, Sydney 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Grenville, Hon. Ronald 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hermon-Hodve, Robt. Trotter 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence,SirEDurning-(Corn. 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. William E.H. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

‘auston, Richard Knight 
‘awley, Frederick 
‘hanning, Francis Allston 
‘ommins, Andrew 

‘rean, Eugene 

‘rilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


ee 


~~ 


Bill read the third time, 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 


A Tournament of 


and passed. 


{COMMONS} 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Manners, Lord Edward W. J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monmouth. ) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, RtHnA Graham( Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease, Herbert P.(Darlingter} 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

NOES. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Maealeese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M A(Queen’sC 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| 


PALATINE COURT OF 


the House 5 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Rt Hn Col. Edw.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks, 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm Edw. Murray 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYEsS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Kelly, James 

O'Malley, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford 
Stanhope, Hon Philip J. 
Sullivan, Donel (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Doneeal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Williams,John Carvell (Notts. 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 


Captain Donelan and Mr, 
Patrick O’ Brien. 


DURHAM BILL 


{| Lords}. 


Order for resuming Adjourned Debate 





<dlischarged ; Bill withdrawn. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL [Lords]. 

Order for resuming adjourned Debate 
on Amendment to Second Reading [21st 
May] read, and discharged ; Bill with- 
drawn, 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY 


SOCIETIES BILL. 

Order for Second Reading read, and 

discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
DOGS REGULATION BILL. 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL [Lords]. 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


on Second Reading [2nd April] read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Order for Second Reading read, and 

discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
LUNACY BILL [Lords]. 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
MILITARY MANCEUVRES BILL [Lords]. 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 

In pursuanze of the Order of the House 
of this day, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the 
House without Question put. 


Adjourned at a quarter before 
Two of the clock. 


Member. 


commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the 


An Asterisk (*) at the 
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188 189 Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. | 
Wid. 
; Tuesday, 17th July, 1900. 
111) 
rch) . OTATE 
rks, PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
und) 
set) rir 
ey The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 
iton House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
rig had laid upon the Table the Certificates | 
: from the Examiners that the further | 
art- 
Standing Orders applicable to the fellow- | 
ing Bills have been complied with :— | 
vy London (St. Luke) Provisional Order. | 
5 ‘ London (Southwark) Provisional Order. | 
© > 
- = The same were ordered to lie on the | 
s Table. | 
3 GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
> The Queen’s consent, and the consent | 
~ of His Royal Highness the Prince of 
1b.) § Wales in right of his Duchy of Cornwall, | 
= signified ; and Bill reported from the | 
h * Select Committee with Amendments. 
o 2 ABERDEEN CORPORATION TRAM- 
ond 3 WAYS BILL. 
0 + ray 
‘ 3 CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
» (BRIDGES) BILL. 
v.) = Reported with Amendments. 
é LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
As. 3 RAILWAY (WALES) BILL. 
sia s Report from the Select Committee, 
™ + That the Committee had not proceeded 
Mr. $ with the consideration of the Bill, the 
$ opposition thereto having been with- 
< drawn; read, and ordered to lie on the 
LL = Table. The Orders made on the 25th of 
& June and 6th July last discharged ; and 
ite 3 Bill committed. 
nd Ly GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY 
a COMPANY BILI. 
L © Moved, That the Order made on the 
¥ 12th day of March last, “ That no Private 
nd 3 Bill brought from the House of Commons 
~ shall be read a second time after Tuesday | 
‘ ”» 
. the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
% with, and that the Bill be now read de 
id agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly. 
s] BRAY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
1 BILL. 
KC 
Read 3%, and passed. 
se LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND 
he EAST COAST RAILWAY BILL. 
fead «63% with the Amendments ; | 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, 
re and returned to the Commons. 
VOL. LXXXVI. [Fourrn Szrres.] 
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LAMBETH WATER BILL. 


Read 34, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 

SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; 
| and referred to the Examiners. 


read 1@ ; 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.L. }. 


WESTGATE AND BIRCHINGTON 
WATER BILL [H.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. 
NORTH METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 
AND CANAL BILL. 

Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


| GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 


BILL [H.1.]. 


) FALKIRK AND DISTRICT WATER BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 


| with Amendments. 


HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to, with an Amend- 
ment. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Committed to a Committee of the 
whole House. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 
Committed: The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10° BILL. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 


LOCAL 


LOCAL 


LOCAL 


LOCAL 


Order); Bills reported without amend- 


ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
‘and Bills to be read 3¢ on Thursday 
| next. 

G 








Charitable Loans 
GOVERNMENT =| 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to, 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday | 
next. 
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LOCAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 


ORDERS (No. i2) BILL. 


Read 3 (according to Order), with the | 


Amendments, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


3¢ (according to Order), and 


LOCAL 


Read 

passed. 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday 
next. 


LONDON (CLERKENWELL AND HOL- 
BORN) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


House in Committee (according to | 


Order); Bills reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 
EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 
ROCHDALE CORPORATION BILL. 
WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 


PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE. AND 
DEVONPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. 


CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IM- 
PROVEMENTS BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 2) 


BILL. 
LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 1) 
BILL. 


RAILWAY BILL. 


NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN LIGHT | 
RAILWAY BILL 


{LORDS} 


| Committee on the 
PROVISIONAL | 


BEER 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH , CHARITABLE LOANS 
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GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (IRE. 
LAND) BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selee- 
tion, That the Ear! Temple be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select 
said Bills in the 
place of the Lord Stanmore ; read, and 
agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS. 

I. Annual Series :—No. 2474. Italy 
(Sardinia); No. 2475. Brazil (Rio de 
Janeiro); No. 2476. United States 
(Boston) ; No. 2477. Turkey (Erzeroum); 
No. 2478. China (Chefoo). 

II. Miscellaneous Series :—No, 534, 
Present state of Belgian coal, metal, and 


| glass industries. 


CAPE COLONY. 
Correspondence relating to the affairs 


of the Cape Colony. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) EXTENSION BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with 


the Amendment agreed to. 


POOR REMOVAL BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
without amendment, and to be read 3% on 
Thursday next. 


| DIOCESAN REGISTRATION BILL [#.L.]. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
without further amendment ; the Report 
of the amendments made in Committee 
of the whole House to be received on 
Thursday next. 


RETAILERS’ AND SPIRIT GRO- 
CERS’ LICENCES (IRELAND) (No. 2) 
BILL. 

Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without further amendment ; the 
Report of the Amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the whole House to be received 


_on Monday next. 


(IRELAND) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 


/mittee without amendment, and to be 


read 3¢ on Thursday next. 
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CRUELTY TO WILD ANIMALS IN 
CAPTIVITY BILL. 

Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without further amendment: the 
Report of the Amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the whole House to be received 
on Tuesday next. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING — (LIABILITY 
2. SHIPOWNERS AND OTHERS) 
BILL. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
without further amendment ; the Report 
of the Amendment made in Committee 
of the whole House to be received on 
Thursday next. 


MEMBERS OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES 
RELIEF BILL [#.1.] 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments ; the Report of 


the Amendments made in Committee of ; 


the Whole House and by the Standing 
Committee, to be received on Thursday 
next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. 
(No. 189.) 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL 
[H.L.]. 
VETERINARY SURGEONS (AMEND- 
MENT) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment, and to be read 34 
on Thursday next. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons. 
1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ on 
Thursday next.—-(Zhe Lord Ashbourne.) 
(No. 190.) 


{17 Juty 1900} 


& the rate levied. 
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tions under the London Government Act, 
1899, take place. The duties of the 
local and central authorities in London 
are so analogous that the distinc- 
tion in the franchise was founded on 
‘no principle of logic, economy, or con- 
venience. On the contrary, it has caused 
a great deal of confusion, and has made 
the registration both complicated and 
expensive. This Bill does not in 
any way interfere with the Parlia- 
mentary franchise, nor does it create 
a new franchise. It has to do 
purely with the domestic affairs of 


| London, and is introduced to remedy a 


disparity in the electorate which has no 
analogy in the rest of the country. It 


will remove an anomaly in the London 


franchise by which those who hold the 
lodger and service franchise — about 
100,000 in number-—while having the 
right to vote in parochial elections, are 
denied the right to vote for the County 
Council. The Bill will also put the 
register for the London County Council 
and the register for the new London 
Borough Councils on the same basis, 
| thereby contributing greatly to the 
| simplification of the preparation of the 
| voters’ lists. In 1894 lodgers and service 
voters were allowed to vote for vestries 
and poor-law guardians, the former being 








the rate-paying authority, and the two 


| together being responsible for two-thirds 
We contend that a 
man who is entitled to vote for the rate- 


Read | Paying authority should also be entitled 


to vote for the spending body. This dis- 
crepancy in the franchise may be termed 


| of fortuitous creation, and its assimilation 
| would be but a logical evolution. 


The 


COUNTY AND BOROUGH FRANCHISE | London County Council have unanimously 


ASSIMILATION (LONDON) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
_ Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*Lorp FARQUHAR: My Lords, so 
complicated is the subject of the qualitica- 


approved of this change, and the Bill has 
passed through the House of Commons 
without any objection being raised to it. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Lord Farquhar.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 


tion of an elector that any measure which | am very glad to be able to support most 


simplifies it will, I am sure, be welcomed 
by your Lordships. The object of this 
Bill, which we may justly term a non- 
contentious Bill, is to assimilate the 
County Council with the parochial 
register, and to obviate the anomaly of 
two classes of electors in London for local 
government purposes ; an anomaly that 
will become more marked when the elec- 





cordially the Second Reading of this Bill, 
and I do so because on this side of the 
House all extensions of the franchise are 
welcomed, even though, as in this case, 
they are not likely to operate favourably to 
our own cause. The effect of this Bill is to 
add three classes of electors to the county 
council electors in London. At this 
moment the London County Council 


G 2 
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electors consist of two classes—house- 
holders and women. To those classes will 
be added by this Bill lodgers, service 
voters, and freeholders. I am afraid we who 
hold Liberal opinions do not expect to get 
much advantage from the addition of those 
voters to the register ; but we welcome 


War Office Reconstruction 


the power being given them to vote, he- | 


cause we believe that the wider the basis 
of the franchise the better it will be for 
the country. We may, however, justly 
complain that when this measure was 
brought in the opportunity was not taken 
to remove some of the gross anomalies 
which exist with regard to the period 
required for the qualification to 
vote. The desire of the promoters 
of this Bill is to enable more people 


to vote, and one would have ima- 
gined that they would also have 


endeavoured to make it as easy as pos- 
sible for men to get upon the register. 
They make no change in regard to the 
period of occupation, and a man who 
enters into occupation in August will still 
be unable to get upon the register for 
twenty-three months. That is a gross 
anomaly in the present law, and one 
which should be remedied. Eventhough 
it may be argued that it is not desir- 
able to reduce the period of qualification 
for the Parliamentary franchise, surely 
for local purposes the qualification might 
be reduced to six months. If this were 
done a great boon would be conferred 
upon Londoners. I think a considerable 
burden of responsibility lies on the 
promoters of the Bill for not having pro- 
posed some reform in the way I have 
suggested. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I have been asked to state what 
are the views of the Local Government 
Board with regard to this Bill, which is 
not without its importance as a matter 
of principle, 
House being to add some 100,000 voters 
to the register of the London County 
Council. The men it is now proposed to 


enfranchise have not hitherto been placed | 
on the register of voters for the London | 
County Council, in pursuance of the prin- | 
ciple that those who elect the body who | 


impose a rate should bear the burden of 
that rate. In 1894 the lodger and service 
suffrages were conferred in respect of the 
vestries. By the Act of last year the 
London municipalities became the succes- 
sors of the vestries, and had conferred 


Lord Tuweedimouth. 


{LORDS} 


distinguishing 


the proposition before the | 
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upon them the same powers of voting as 

| the vestries had. That being so, the 
| anomaly arises that there are in London 
| two rating bodies—the London County 
Council and the municipalities. The 
| object of my noble friend’s Bill is that 
| throughout the rating area the franchise 
shall be the same. ‘The Government do 
not oppose the Bill, but they wish it to 
be quite understood that the measure 
must not be taken as a precedent for 
endeavouring to depart from the principle 
I have mentioned in cases where the 
anomaly which prevails in London does 
not exist. And if, therefore, it should be 
sought to extend these non-rate paying 
branches to provincial county councils 
and municipal boroughs, the question in- 
volved must be regarded as being in no 
way affected by the fact that this Bill has 
been allowed to become law. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Friday 
next. 


ATTENDANCE OF. PEERS ON 
COMMITTEES. 

THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN : The 
information for which I move is, I 
believe, kept in the House, and if it were 
printed and circulated, it would givea 
good deal of valuable information to your 
Lordships. I therefore move for the 
Return standing in my name. 


Moved, for a Return showing the 
attendance of individual Peers on Select 
Committees in 1897, 1898, 1899 ; and 
Committees on Private 
Bills.—(Lurl of Camperdown.) 


On Question, agreed to. 


Return ordered to be laid before the 
House. 


WAR OFFICE RECONSTRUCTION AND 
ARMY REORGANISATION, 
*THE DUKE OF BEDFORD : My Lords, 
in asking the noble Marquess the Secre- 
tary of State for War the question stand- 
ing in my name, I need not detain your 
| Lordships by a long list of military de- 
| ficiencies, or a long indictment of the War 
| Office. I think I may safely claim a con- 
‘census of opinion as to the necessity for 
| the reconstruction of the War Office. | 
| use the word “reconstruction” in the 
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sense of building anew upon a cleared | 
site, as opposed to patching up an 
antiquated structure. I apprehend that | 
a patch-work policy would not be acce; t- | 
able to your Lordships. For instance, an | 
inquiry into the War Office by officials | 
and ex-officials, or still more useless, an 


inquiry by means of a Depart-| 
mental Committee. Possibly the 
noble Marquess could indicate in | 


outline the principles upon which the 
Department over which he presides will | 
in due course be reconstructed. At the 
very beginning of the South African cam- 
paign the Commander in Chief advised 
the country that war was a game of ups 
and downs. But of the latter we have 
experienced a greater share than can be 
fairly ascribed to bad luck alone. It is 
from the real reasons for our reverses, and 
not from the supposed causes of our suc- 
eesses, that the most valuable lessons of | 
the war are to be learnt. It is impossible 
to coneeive any scheme for Army re- 
organisation at the present moment 
which has not been preceded by an in- 
quiry into the reasons for our failures in 
South Africa. But, my Lords, if such an 
inquiry is to command the confidence of 
the country, if it is to arouse that national 
interest in military matters  indis- 
pensable for the future development of 
the Army, its results must be submitted 
to the judgment of Parliament. It is 
essential that Parliament should know 
the advice upon which the Secretary of 
State founds his plan of reconstruction. 
When we know the real reasons for our 
disasters, then we can take the first step 
towards the reorganisation of the Army. 
The second step is the formation of a 
correct idea of the military needs of the 
Empire. Previous to the present war, 
the defence of the Empire was considered 
amply secured by two Army corps for 
service abroad, and one for home defence. | 
In round numbers that means 120,000 
men. We have now an army of more | 
than 220,000 men in South Africa, in 
addition to our home forces. With an | 
error so colossal as the basis of all calcula- , 
tion in time of peace, there is small wonder | 
that war should have revealed dangerous 
military deficiencies. This miscalculation | 
seems to me in no way the fault of the 
War Office. The War Office was told, I | 
presume, by the Cabinet that its maximum | 
output was to be three army corps. On | 
the outbreak of war it was not three. 


{17 Juty 1900} 


army corps but the equivalent of six | 
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army corps for which provision was 
wanted. Itis most important that the 
country should know who will be respon- 
sible in the future for calculating the 
military needs of the Empire. The re- 
organisation of the Army is one matter. 
To fill the ranks with men of the right 
stamp is another. Unless Her Majesty’s 
Government can solve the problem of re- 
cruiting, manifestly the solutionof all other 
military problems will be of no value, 
because the Army will have no men. The 
receipt for increasing the quantity of 
recruits has hitherto been to diminish 
their quality—that is, to lower the stan- 
dard of physical development. The noble 
Marquess has told us that he does not 
think an increase of pay for the Army 
and the Militia would give results propor- 
tionate to the increased expenditure. I 
do not know why the noble Marquess 
considers that the Army should form the 
solitary exception to those influences 
which always have governed, and still 
govern, the labour market of the world, 
namely wages. I recognise that to in- 
crease the pay of the Army is to incur a 
great cost which is in itself a great evil. 
But in my opinion conscription is a 
greater evil, and the greatest evil of all 
is a wholly insufficient Army. It is 
scarcely possible to separate at the 
present moment the reconstruction of 
the War Office and the reorganisation of 
the Army from the still wider question 
of Imperial defence. Until a few months 
ago it was an article of faith in this 
country that the fate of the Empire would 
be decided by battles fought either upon 
the sea, or, if the worst came to the 
worst, at home. Recent events have 
shown that such decisive battles may be 
fought, and probably will be fought, 
neither upon the sea nor in the United 
Kingdom, but in Africa, in Asia, or in 
some other continent. Hence the press- 
ing need of a comprehensive plan for 
Imperial defence. From among the many 
lessons of the war in South Africa, one 
stands out like stone, and it is this, that 
without the help of our colonies we 
should never have gone through with the 
war in the way which we have done. Pre- 
sumably in any scheme of Imperial defence 
the colonies will be invited to join, as 
may seem good to themselves. Then, if 
we are to have an Imperial Army, is it to 
be a paper army only, or will it be 
assembled from time to time for the pur- 
poses of training and comradeship? Now, 
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an Imperial Army can no more be trained 
for the field in England than a racehorse 
can be trained to gallop in a kitchen 
garden. Where, then, is the Imperial 
Army of the future to receive its field 
training? Is such a force to be trained 
where the Imperial Army now is, and 
where a strong garrison must always be 
maintained, in South Africa? South 
Africa is close to India and the East. It 
is not far from Egypt and the Mediter- 
ranean. It is a half-way house for 
Australia and New Zealand. It is not, 
as we gratefully acknowledge, beyond the 
reach of Canada. Then the climate is 


magnificent, and the area for field train- | 


ing and manceuvres unlimited. Finally, 
the concentration for the field training of 


an Imperial Army in South Africa would | 
perfect our system of sea transport for, 


cavalry, artillery, and infantry, and 
enable us to acquire that rapid mobility 
which the defence of our Empire abso- 
lutely demands. I have brought these 
questions to the notice of the noble Mar- 
quess, well knowing that it is impossible 
for Her Majesty’s Government to deal 
with them during this session ; but before 
next session we hope to welcome home a 
victorious army. My lords, I fear lest 
that triumphant return, by obliterating 
the memory of disasters, should become 


the means of establishing more firmly 


than ever that old order which ought 
now to change and give place to the new. 
I therefore beg to ask the noble Mar- 
quess whether Her Majesty’s Government 
intend to inquire into the deficiencies of 
our military system, and to submit the 
results to Parliament with a view to the 
reconstruction of the War Office and the 
reorganisation of the Army. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, we are most anxious to with- 
hold from your Lordships’ House no in- 
formation with regard to military matters 
which you may reasonably desire to 
possess, and I think I shall not be contra- 
dicted when I say that during the debates 
that have taken place this year we have 
invariably given the House frank and 
full information both with regard to 
matters of fact, and, as far as possible, 
with regard to our own intentions. 
I think the questions which the noble 
Duke has addressed to me carry us toa, 
point at which I may fairly ask, and at | 
which I think the noble Duke himself | 

The Duke of Bedford. 


{LORDS} 


But | 
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will almost expect me to ask, for your 
forbearance. Indeed, the noble Duke, in 
his concluding words, made it, I think, 
| pretty clear that he did not expect that I 
| should give hima full and detailed answer 
|upon the many points he referred to, 
| He asked me whether it was our intention 
|to institute an inquiry into the defi- 
| ciencies of our military system ; whether 
| that inquiry would be made with a view 
| to the reconstruction of the War Office 
| and the reorganisation of the Army; 
| whether I could place him in possession 
of the principles upon which that  recon- 
struction was to take place ; whether we 
were informing ourselves as to the causes 
of the reverses which had been sustained 
during the course of the South African 
campaign; whether we were seriously 
addressing ourselves to the recruiting 
problem; whether we were forecasting 
the military needs of the Empire; 
whether we were elaborating a scheme of 
Imperial defence in which the colonies 
were to have a part, and which, as I 
understand the noble Duke, was to in- 
_volve a system of training the Imperial 
Army partly upon the sea and partly in 
South Africa; and finally, whether we 
were going to submit the whole of our 
pronosals to Parliament. I venture to 
say that in the history of Parliament so 
many formidable questions were never 
compressed into a speech so brief as_ that 
which the noble Duke has delivered. I 
cannot give the noble Duke information 
upon the whole of these points—upon 
some of them we do not possess the in- 
formation ourselves ; but if the object of 
the noble Duke is to obtain from me a 
general assurance that it is the intention 
of the Government to spare no effort to 
turn to account the experience acquired 
during the course of the present cam- 
paign, that assurance I give him in the 
strongest and most unqualified terms. I 
say, further, that if the conclusions to be 
derived from that experience are such as 
to lead to the belief that changes are 
necessary either in the organisation of 
the Army or in the system under which 
the Army is administered, we shall ap- 
proach those questions with minds un- 
biassed by preconceived opinions, and 
with the determination to ask Parliament 
for the means of giving effect to any 
changes which may be proved to be 
necessary. But in a case of this kind it 
is surely true to say that the only solid 
foundation upon which we can set to work 
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is a foundation of ascertained facts, and | ing ; I cite also the large measures which 


with many of the facts we must perforce | 
at present be but imperfectly acquainted | 
while the war is still in progress. Until | 
those facts have been ascertained I do not | 
think it will be possible for me to give 
the noble Duke any information as to the 
extent to which either the reorganisation | 
of the Army or the reconstruction of the | 
War Office might possibly be desirable ; | 
still less can I tell him, even in outline, | 
upon what principles that reconstruction 
is likely to proceed. Reorganisation and 
reconstruction are very big words ; they 
are words which seem to afford infinite 
consolation to the minds of many people 
who use them ; but they are not only very 
big words, they are very vague words, 
and I confess I prefer not to use them 
until I have in my mind a clear idea of 


the meaning which I wish to convey by | 


their use. That this war will lead to 
changes in the organisation of the Army, 


in its training and equipment, I feel myself , 


very little doubt. But I would put it to 
the noble Duke and to your Lordships’ 
House that we can scarcely condemn the 
whole of the old machinery, we can 
scarcely begin to construct new machinery, 
until we have made ourselves fully aware 
of the extent to which the old machinery 
has broken down, the points at which it 
has failed, and, above all, whether the 
failure has been due to imperfections of 
the machinery itself or to errors on the 
part of those who had control of and 
directed its operations. While the war in 
South .Africa is stillin progress we cannot 
obtain evidence upon many of these 
points. We cannot yet obtain a class of 
evidence to which [, for my _ part, 
attach very great importance—I mean 
the evidence not of the _ critics, 
but of the men who have seen 
the conduct of these operations upon the 
spot, and to whom the success or failure | 
of the present system has been a matter 
of life or death. When the campaign is 
over, as we all hope it will be before long, 
we shall, I have no doubt, have ample 
opportunities of conferring with distin- 
guished soldiers who will be able to give 


us most valuable evidence on points of | 


that kind. I would add that where the 


war has taught us already a lesson which | 


appeared to us clear and unmistakable we | 
| gratulate ourselves on the fact that the 


have not hesitated to take action. I cite 
in support of this what we are doing in 


regard to the increase and rearmament of | generals in the field have been free 
the artillery, which is already proceed- | the party spirit which marked the time 


are now in progress for building up a 
sufficient reserve of military stores and 
equipment of all kinds, stores which have, 
in my opinion, at no time been main- 
tained at a sufficient amount, and which 
we mean to accumulate in large quanti- 
ties, and under conditions which I hope 
will render it incumbent not only upon 
us, but upon those who may follow us to 
make good at once any deficiency in 
those reserves created by the exceptional 
demands of a great campaign. The 
noble Duke indicated not obscurely his 
own preference for an external inquiry of 
some kind. I should like to throw out 


‘for his consideration, and that of those 


who believe that Committees and Com- 
missions are a panacea for all the ills of 


‘the body politic, this reflection—if you 


wish for speedy and effectual improve- 
ments, are you quite sure that inquiry 
by Royal Commission is the best way 
of obtaining it? When you _ have 
collected those men of sound common 
sense—who, the experience of the last 
few days seems to show, are either very 
rare or very reluctant to place their 
services at the disposal of the country— 
they are apt to proceed with very great 
deliberation and care. The result is, a 
long time passes while the inquiry is pro- 
ceeding, and you are very fortunate 
indeed if you get advice on which you 
can act at once without further delay and 
without further investigation. With re- 
gard to the noble Duke’s suggestion that 
whatever we may determine to do should 
be fully submitted to the judgment of 
Parliament, I cannot conceive that any 
considerable changes either in Army 
organisation or administration should be 
made except under conditions which 
would leave to Parliament the fullest 
opportunity of criticism and review. I 
feel perfectly confident that whatever is 
done the noble Duke and other Members 
of the House who take an active interest 
in the affairs of the Army will not be 
denied the amplest opportunity of dis- 
cussing and considering our proposals. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I think 
we ought to be very grateful to the noble 
Duke for having brought this subject 
forward. I think we may also con- 


Office and our 
from 


criticisms of the War 
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of the great Duke of Wellington and the | 
Crimean war. No doubt that has been | 
brought about, to a great extent, by 
modern facilities of communication. We 
now have the telegraph at work, and any 
criticism that is made here is immediately 
reported, not only to our generals, who 
may be affected, but also to ouropponents 
in the field. As I have said, I think it is 
a matter of congratulation that this | 
change has taken place. But at the same 
time it is imperative on the Government 
to look facts in the face and see, not only 
what defects exist in the organisation 
of the Army at home, but what militates 
against success in carrying on war in 
a foreign country. No doubt things 
have taken place which show the neces- | 
sity for changes. We think that the 
opportunity must be seized to look into 
these matters in time of peace, in order to 
make such arrangements as will prevent | 
their recurrence. We shall probably be 
obliged to keep a considerable force in 
South Africa for some time to come, but 
the training of the Army will surely take | 
place in England rather than in South | 
Africa. I can hardly think that the noble | 
Duke means that the main instruction 
should be given to our Army in South 
Africa. The noble Duke seems to look | 
for some Commission or inquiry inde 
pendent of Her Majesty’s Government. 
I venture to differ from him entirely in | 
that. I think the Government of the day 
themselves must be responsible for a 
thorough, entire, and complete investiga- 
tion into the management of the war, 
and if they do not deal with it completely 
and satisfactorily it will be for Parliament | 
to take vigorous action if they consider 
the action of the Government is not 
sufficient. I hope no Commission will be 
appointed, and that the Government will | 
investigate the whole matter themselves. | 


*THE Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
Iam very glad to find myself in agree- 
ment with the Secretary of State for 
War on two points. He said that re-| 
organisation and reconstruction were two | 
very large words, and with that descrip- 
tion I agree. I think the noble Duke has 
done good service in bringing this matter 
forward, but I agree with the Secretary of | 
State for War that the words reorganisa- 
tion and reconstruction do not apply to 
the situation. Attention is required not 
to reconstruction and reorganisation, but | 
to what is signified by another big word | 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 


| want of horses. 
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—namely, “administration.” I believe 
that our Army system is perfectly right 
and sound if properly administered. Thus 
we found ourselves in South Africa with- 


out big movable guns of position, such as 
|the Boers had; such, too, as we found, 
‘through the taking of the 
| arsenal, that the Chinese have in abun- 
| dance. 


Tienstin 


And had it not been for the 
naval guns, thirty-five of which were 
borrowed from the Navy and made 
available by Captain Scottu—a service for 
which a C.B. appears to be a poor reward 
—we should, as President Kruger in- 
tended, have been driven into the sea. 
The irony of the situation is that we had 
in 1860 big movable guns of position, but 
the improvement in the field gun rendered 


| these obsolete, and no step had from that 


time to this been taken to obtain a big 
movable gun of position, the relative 
up-to-date equivalent of the gun of 1860, 
Now, this is an administrative scandal. 
[t is not, I repeat, a question of reorganisa- 
tion or reconsiruction, but of administra- 
tion. There is someone responsible in the 
organisation of the War Office for this 
deficiency. That man ought to be found 
out and hanged. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : My Lords, I 


wish to say a word on a subject which 


has not been dealt with—namely, the 
pressing need of attention being given to 
the question of remounts. ‘This war has 
been essentially a cavalry war. But 
again and again throughout the campaign 
we have seen our cavalry helpless for 
Porter’s Brigade, which 
was sent to the assistance of Broadwood 
at Koornspruit, and which should have 


had 1,500 men, arrived with only 150. I 


heard of another brigade being ordered 
south from Pretoria which should have 
had 1,500 horses but which only had 
300, and I am told that the horses which 


they did have were not capable in many 


cases of standing a three days march. I 
believe that many of the difficulties with 
regard to remounts might have been 
avoided if proper arrangements had been 
made in the past for the supply of horses 
as they were required. We should have 
done much better if, before the men went 
out, horses had been gathered in South 
Africaready forthem. Evenin this country 
the whole system of the purchase of re- 
mounts has been one which would not 
commend itself to impartial inquirers and 
observers ; £30 and £40 have been paid 
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for horses which turned out useless in | 


South Africa, quite breaking down under 
the severe test applied to them. I hope 
the question of remounts will be carefully 
inquired into, because in the immediate 
future, more than in the past, our success 
in the battlefield will depend on the 
efficiency of our cavalry. 


THE Marquess or GRANBY: My 
Lords, the noble Marquess the Secretary 
of State for War justly took upon his 
Department credit for the greatly 
improved condition of stores and equip- 
ment— 


*THeE MArQuESS oF LANSDOWNE: 
What I said was that our reserves of 
military stores had, in my opinion, never 


been as large as they should have been, . 


and that we were already, as one of the 
lessons of the war, greatly increasing the 
amount of those reserves. 


THe MArQuEss oF GRANBY: I 
apologise for not quoting the noble 
Marquess correctly, but we mean very 
much the same thing. I would point out 
that there are deficiencies still existing in 
regard to our troops at home. I am 
cognisant myself of one regiment of 
Volunteers, consisting of two battalions, 
which is going into camp within the next 
ten days. They would go in 1,500 
strong, but are 350 rifles short. A recruit 
without a rifle is not much good, and [ 
think this is a point which deserves the 
careful attention of the War Office. 


LorpD HENEAGE: My Lords, I should 
like to ask why faith has not been kept 
with the Militia regiments embodied in 


the spring in the matter of tents. At 
the present moment, instead of every | 
officer having a tent to himself, as Volun- | 
teer officers have when they are sent into | 
camp, two officers have to go into one) 
Exactly the same thing happens | 


tent. 
with regard to the men in their propor- 


tions, and the men have been crowded to | 
a far greater extent than was anticipated. | 


I should like to support the observations 
of Lord Tweedmouth. There cannot be 


the slightest doubt that over and over, 


again troops in South Africa have been 
obliged to stand still because they had no 
horses for the cavalry, and when they had 


them, many of the horses could not do} 


the work. I venture to say that in the 
recent marches in the Transvaal there 
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have been more horses tethered behind 
wagons without saddles than there have 
been with men on their backs. I hope 
the question of remounts will be one to 
which the Government will give their 
earliest attention. 


*Tue Marquess of LANSDOWNE: 
It does not, I am sorry to say, at all sur- 
prise me to find that there has been a 
short supply of tents, and that conse- 
quently the men have been ‘crowded into 
a less number of tents than would other- 
wise have been the case. The difficulty 
of obtaining tents is enormous. The 
number of contractors who are able to 
supply tents of suitable quality is very 
limited indeed, and if my noble friend is 
able to put me in the way of dis- 
covering new sources of supply from 
which additional tents can be ob- 
tained he will earn my _ gratitude 
and that of the Director-General of 
Ordnance, who for many months past has 
been at his wits end over this question. 
With regard to remounts, I am quite 
ready to believe that the experience of 
this war may have some very valuable 
and instructive results ; but I rather wish 
to demur to the suggestion made by the 
noble Lord on the front bench opposite 
(Lord Tweedmouth), and, I think, re- 
peated by the noble Lord below the gang- 
way (Lord Heneage), that because at 
particular moments our troops had been 
brought to a standstill for the want of 
horses, that was necessarily due to short- 
comings in the supply of remounts. We 
all know that for many weeks Lord 
Roberts was dependent for all his supplies 
upon a single line of railway, and that it 
was only with the greatest difficulty, in 
the earlier days after his arrival at Bloem- 
fontein, and again at Pretoria, that he 
was able to secure for his troops the food 
and forage which was essential for their 
existence. It was perfectly well known 
that at that moment he was unable to get 
up the horses which were actually in the 
Cape Colony, as they had either to travel 
on their legs or to wait until other more 
important stores and equipments had 
been conveyed to the front. With regard 
to the complaint of my noble friend below 
‘the gangway (the Marquess of Granby), 
I am afraid that it may be the case that 
the corps in which he is interested have 
had to wait for rifles; but the noble 
Marquess must be aware that the demands 
on the Ordnance Department have been 
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enormous of late, and it is quite conceiv- | 


able that from entirely unavoidable cir- 
cumstances rifles may not have been 
supplied as punctually as would otherwise 
be the case. 


GIBRALTAR, MALTA, AND HONG KONG 
— DOCK ACCOMMODATION — NEW 
WORKS. 

Viscount SIDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
rise to ask Her Majesty’s Government 
whether information can be supplied re- 
specting the present condition and pro- 
gress of the new works at Gibraltar 
dockyard and breakwater ; and whether 
the proposed new docks at Malta and 
Hong Kong are in progress. I am sorry 
to have to trouble the noble Earl who 
represents the Admiralty in this House, 
and who, I am sure, we all congratulate 
on the very high position to which he has 
been appointed ;* but I am obliged to do 
so owing to the Naval Estimates not being 
supplied to this House. The three docks 
at Gibraltar are, I understand, still under 
construction, and only one is capable of 
receiving a first-class ironclad. Since the 
zealous and able administration of ‘the 
noble Earl opposite (Earl Spencer), we 
have been promised an additional dock 
at Malta, where there are at present 
four docks, but only one of which, 
I think, is capable of receiving the 
large vessels now built for the Navy. 
This is the only accommodation we have 
for the largely increased number of ships 
we are obliged to maintain in the Medi- 
terranean. The breakwater is another 
question on which I desire information. 
It must be obvious to everyone of your 
Lordships that the dock accommodation 
for our squadrons ought to be very 
greatly increased, more especially when 
we look at the fact that a foreign nation 
has very large dock accommodation at 
three or four ports in the Mediterranean. 
It is necessary that we should have 
accommodation for the repair of our ships 
in case of emergency. The docks at 
Gibraltar not being ready, we should have 
to fall back upon the small accommoda- 
tion which Malta provides. A promise 
was also made of a dock at Hong Kong. 
So far as I can ascertain there is only 
one dock there, and that is not capable of 
receiving vessels of the size we are now 
sending out to the East. 

* It wasannounced on the 14th July that the 
Earl of Hopetoun had been appointed first 
Governor-General of the Commonwealth of 
Australia. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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THe Earp or HOPETOUN: My 
Lords, full information as to the progress 
made with these works up to the end of 
February of this year will be found in the 
First Lord’s statement accompanying the 
Naval Estimates for 1900-1.* Since that 
time a further length of 1,000 feet of the 
detached mole at Gibraltar has been 
brought above water level. The dam for 
No. 3 Dock has been completed, and the 
enclosed area is being pumped out. The 
progress made with the works generally 
is satisfactory. It is not expected that a 
contract for the construction of the new 
docks at Malta will be let before Novem- 
ber next, but in the meantime the clear- 
ing and levelling of the site is proceeding 
rapidly. At Hong Kong the main works 
are in process of construction, but the 
dock cannot be begun until further pro- 
gress has been made with the reclamation. 


Earn SPENCER: My Lords, though 
it is absolutely essential, in view of the 
increased number of ships kept in the 
Mediterranean, that there should be in- 
creased accommodation both at Malta and 
Gibraltar, it can hardly be expected that 
we should have at those places accommo- 
dation as good as that which the French 
have in the same waters, for your Lord- 
ships must remember that these are the 
home dockyards of France, which corre- 
spond to Plymouth and Portsmouth in 
this country. With regard to Hong 
Kong, everybody must admit, particularly 
in view of the lamentable circumstances 
which have recently occurred in China, 
the immense importance of keeping up a 
sufficient fleet in those seas. As to the 
works at Hong Kong, I confess that [ was 
not altogether satisfied with the site 
taken for them, and | am still rather 
afraid that the site will not be sufficiently 
large to give all the accommodation that 
will be required in the near future. At 
the present moment, as I understand it, 
Her Majesty’s Government are proposing 
to build another dock at Victoria Island 
on the Hong Kong side of the bay, and I 
would like to know from the noble Earl 
whether it is intended that it should 
accommodate the largest cruiser or battle- 
ship of the present day. 


Viscount SIDMOUTH: The _ noble 
Earl did not say when the works at 
Gibraltar were likely to be completed, 








* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 


| Series}, Vol. Ixxix., Appendix. 
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or when one of the docks was likely to { without the production of satisfactory evi- 


be used. 


THE Eart or HOPETOUN: I am 
afraid, with the knowledge which is at 
present at my disposal, that I cannot 
answer either of the questions which have 
been put to me. 


DEATH CERTIFICATION. 

Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
rise to call attention to the Report of the 
Select Committee of the House of 
Commons in 1893 on Death Certification, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


dence of the cause of death. Your 
Committee are convinced that vastly more 
deaths occur annually from foul play and 
criminal neglect than the law recognises.” 


In 1896, Sir Richard Quain, as Presi- 
dent of the General Medical Council, had 


| a correspondence on the subject with the 
| Registrar General, but all he could get 
/ out of him was an acknowledgment that 


stating that “the existing procedure | 


plays into the hands of the criminal 
classes ” ; and to ask whether the Govern- 
ment propose to introduce legislation in 
accordance with the recommendations of 
the Committee. I do not propose to go 
further back into the history of this 
matter than 6th January, 1893, when 
Mr. Asquith, who was then Home Secre- 
tary, received a deputation consisting of, 
amongst others, the eminent surgeon, 
Sir Henry Thompson, who made a speech 
in which he showed that the state of the 
law with regard to death certification was 
extremely inefficient, and, indeed, 
dangerous to the public safety. 
showed that a large number of burials 
took place without any death certificate 
being produced at all ; that in Edinburgh, 
for instance, as many as 8 per cent. of the 
burials were uncertificated: that in the 
remoter parts of Scotland between 25 and 
45 per cent. of burials were of persons 
whose deaths had not been certified ; 
and that in a great many cases 
the certificates when produced were 
absolutely valueless, as they were 
either given by incompetent persons 
or by competent persons on __ in- 
sufficient information. Mr. Asquith was 
very much impressed with the statement 


| law. 


He. 


of Sir Henry Thompson, and he formed , 


a Select Committee of the House of Com- 
mons to take the matter into considera- 
tion. 
Secretary to the Local Government 
Board, was in the chair, and the Commit- 
tee, in the course of their Report, used 


the law was in an exceedingly bad state. 
Nothing could be done at that time. In 
May, 1899, the General Medical Council 
again took the matter up, and the follow- 
ing resolution was passed — 

“That the President be authorised to for- 
ward to the Registrar General the whole of the 
correspondence that has passed on the sub- 
ject of death certification, and to make further 
representations to the Registrar General as to 
the importance and urgency of the question.” 


Since my notice has been on the Paper I 
have had a letter from the master of the 
workhouse of St. Olave’s Union, Ber- 
mondsey, stating that he is exceedingly 
dissatisfied with the present state of the 
I do not think the remedy that 
ought to be applied is far to seek. 
There is another part of the Report of the 
Committee that I ought to read as bearing 
upon the remedy. With regard to the 
practice of cremation the Committee 
say— 

“ Your Committee are of opinion that with 
the precautions adopted in connection with 
cremation as carried out by the Cremation 
Society, there is little probability that cases of 
crime would eseape detection.” 


The question I should like to ask the 
Local Government Board is this: Why 
should the law efficiently protect only 
members of the Cremation Society ? Mr. 
Asquith considered that the time was 
ripe for legislation, and in 1895, before 
he quitted office, he had, I understand, 
given some consideration to the prepara- 
tion of a Bill on this matter. I do not, of 
course, suggest that Her Majesty’s Govern- 


'ment should introduce legislation this 


Sir Walter Foster, who was then | 


session ; but I understand that the usual 
way in which Ministers spend their vaca- 


‘tion is in considering legislation that they 


the words which I have put into my | ) 
| on this occasion Ministers will not comply 


motion. They said that— 

“The existing procedure plays into the 
hands of the criminal classes.” 
They also said— 

“The Committee are much impressed with 


the serious possibilities implied in a system 
which permits death and burial to take place 


| 


wish to bring forward in the following 
session. I have no reason to suppose that 


with that time-honoured custom, and I 
hope that while they are giving the ques- 
tion of legislation their best consideration 
they will also consider the question of 


| efficient death certificates worthy of their 


attention. 








211 Gas Order 
Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, I am not 


prepared to say how the President of the | 


Local Government Board intends to 
spend the next vacation, nor, indeed, am I 
in a position to say how he has spent past 
vacations. But I can assure the noble 
Lord that this matter, which undoubtedly 
is a very important one, has engaged Mr. 
Chaplin’s attention for some time with a 
view to bringing in a Bill. There are, 
however, a good many difficulties con- 
nected with it, and he is at present 
having inquiry made by the officers of 
the Local Government Board with a view 
to getting over those difficulties which 
have presented themselves at different 
times to those who were anxious to legis- 
late on the subject. He is in hopes that 
at no very distant date he will see a way 
of overcoming those difficulties, and be 
able to introduce a Bill on the lines sug- 
gested by the noble Lord. 


Lord MONKSWELL: I should have 
been glad if the noble Lord had specified 
the difficulties which he says stand in the 
way of legislation on this question. I 
cannot understand how there can be any 
difficulties. i 


House adjourned at Five minutes 
before Six of the clock, to 
Thursday next, half-past Ten 
of the clock. 


{COMMONS} 
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*THE SECRETARY To tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W, 
RussE.L, Tyrone, §.): It will be in the 
recollection of the House—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman has already spoken on 
this motion, and he can now only do so 
by the indulgence of the House. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : I am pleading 
for that indulgence. When this matter 
was before the House a fortnight ago I 
suggested an adjournment, in order that 
negotiations might go forward for the 
purchase of the gas company’s under- 
taking, and I wish now to state that, 
although originally the local authority 
offered £7,000 and the company asked 
for £9,000, that during the interval the 
council have raised their offer to £8,000 
and the company have reduced _ their 
demand to £8,500, so that now there is 
only a difference of £500 between the 
parties. Although I have worked very 
hard, I have failed to get rid of that 
difference, and the Order must, therefore, 
now be either approved or rejected by the 
House. I should like to say that the 
Order is a very serious mattex for the town, 
because it fixes the capital of the company 
at £9,000, the maximum price to be 
charged at 5s. 10d. per 1,000 feet, and the 
maximum dividend at 10 per cent. So 
far as I am personally concerned I intend 


‘to vote against the Second Reading of the 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, Lith July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bill, because it will put the town in 
such a bad position. I think the munici- 
pality is entitled to some consideration at 


‘the hands of this House, and as this is 


not a Government matter, and as Irish 
representatives, north and south, are 


‘unanimous on the point, I shall vote 


GAS ORDER CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [Lords] (BY ORDER.) 

Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [3rd | 
July], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” | 


And which Amendment was— | 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon | 
this day three months.’ ”—(.M7. Doogan.) 


against the confirmation of the Order. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I only wish 
to say a few words. The case is an ex- 
ceedingly hard one for the citizens of 
Dungannon. They have been charged for 
many years a price for gas which is con- 
siderably above that charged in other 
towns in Ireland or even in Great Britain. 


| This Provisional Order proposes to main- 


tain the enormous maximum price of 
5s. 10d., whereas in neighbouring places 


it varies from 3s. 6d. to 4s., and that is 


Question again proposed, “That the | 
word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” | 


Debate resumed. 


done solely for the purpose of ensuring 
the payment of the maximum dividend of 10 
per cent. on an inflated capital. In the last 
debate it was clearly shown that the actual 
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cash expenditure from the pockets of the | 
shareholders had been only £4,200, the 
remainder of the money expended on 
the works having been taken out of the 
profits in excess of the 10 percent. That | 
has been done by charging an enormous 
price for gas, and the ratepayers of Dun- 
gannon are now asked to give the com- 
pany twice as much as they have had to 
find out of their own pockets. In the 
future if this Order is confirmed they will 
continue to pay 5s. 10d. per 1,000 feet in 
order that the shareholders may get 10 
per cent. on their inflated capital. I hope, 
therefore, the motion for Second Reading 
will be rejected. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
Rather than reject the Bill to-day, why 
not pass the Second Reading, let the 
negotiations be continued, and then if no 
agreement is arrived at settle the con- 
tentious point on the motion for Third 
Reading ? 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I cannot con- 
sent to that. The end of the session is so 
near that there would not be sufficient 
time to discuss the matter, should it on 
the Third Reading be found necessary to 
recommit the Bill. No one can be pre- 
judiced if the Order is now thrown out. 
The whole matter can come up again next 
session. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY — or 
STATE ror tHE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Jesse Co.Luincs, Birming- 
ham, Bordesley): In the absence of the 
President of the Board of Trade I was 
requested to move the Second Reading of 
this Bill. Of course it is not a Govern- 
ment matter in any way, but [ think it 
right that the House should know the 
reasons why the Board of Trade granted 
this Provisional Order. The points which 
have been raised could be easily settled 
by the Committee upstairs. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: No, it goes 
before the Unopposed Bills Committee. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: That diffi- 
culty could easily be got over by sus- 
pension of Standing Orders, and then the 
local authorities of Dungannon could have 
a full and fair hearing. 
has for many years been supplying gas in 
Dungannon without any statutory powers 
whatever. It had, therefore, no power 
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‘favour of it. 
have sonearly come to an agreement as 


La bl > | 
This company 
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to break up the streets without the con- 


sent of the local authority. The Board of 


Trade sent down a Special Commissioner 
to inquire whether there were good 
grounds for the Order, and he reported im 
Seeing that the parties. 


to the terms of purchase, surely it would 
be well to let the matter be threshed out 
by a Committee upstairs. If the Order is 
thrown out, matters, as far as the supply 
of gas is concerned, will be at a dead- 
lock. 
*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: No, no! 

Mr. DILLON: The company and the 
town will be left in exactly the position 
they have occupied for the last ten years. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: In case of 
accident they will be unable to touch a 
main or pipe, unless the local authority 
consents. There has been no friction for 
the last ten years; the company and the 
local authority have been able to work 
together. But will they be able to do so in 
the future? I[ think it will be better 
for both the local authority and the 
Council that this Order should be sent to 
a Committee upstairs, for that is the only 
tribunal which can properly settle the 
points in dispute. 


THE SECRETARY to toe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) : 
I propose to vote against this Order. The 
arguments of the right hon. Gentleman 
have made no impression on me. No one 
will be damnified if the Order is lost, for 
matters will remain in precisely the same 
position as prior to its introduction, 
while between now and next year there 
will be ample opportunity for settling the 
question in dispute as to the value of the 
undertaking. I hope, therefore, the 
House will reject the Order. 

Question put, and negatived. 

Words added. 

Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. Second Reading put off for- 
three months. 

PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY — IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SpEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
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case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 

Bournemouth Corporation Bill { Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


ASTON MANOR TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 








{COMMONS} Reports, de. 216 
HAMMOND (G. H.) COMPANY BILL 
[Lords]. 


Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
| to lie upon the Table. 


| Bill to be read the third time. 


LONDON AND SAN FRANCISCO BANK 
| BILL [Lords]. 
| Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
| to lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time. 


| NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY 

| [Lords]. 

| DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


BILL 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS | 


BILL [Lords]. 


MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR BILL 


[Lords]. 


MERSEY : RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


RAWMARSH URBAN DISTRICT COUN- | 


CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. (BY ORDER.) 


As amended, considered ; Amendments | 


made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. (BY ORDER.) 

Ordered, That in the case of the 
North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply 
Bill, Standing Order 243 be suspended, 
and that the Bill be now read the third 
time.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


ELECTRIC 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


RAMSGATE CORPORATION IMPROVE- 
MENTS BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


| 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment [Provi- 
sional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time to- 


Morrow. 








SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL 
| [Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
_to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Belfast and 
County Down Railway Bill, with an 
| Amendment. 

That they have agreed to—Jarrow and 
Hebburn Electricity Supply Bill and 
Hastings Tramways Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 

That they have agreed to Amendments 

'to—Donegal Railway Bill [Lords] and 

Great Southern and Western Railway Bill 

_ [Lords], without amendment. 


PETITIONS. 
| planes 

EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Inverness, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 

CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Carlton ; 

‘South Shields (two) ; Staithes ; Loftus ; 
and Bradford ; to lie upon the Table. 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MEDICAL AND SANITARY ARRANGE- 
MENTS AT THE CAPE. 

Return [presented 16th July] to be 

printed. [No. 279.] 
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Questions. 


CAPE COLONY. 


Copy presented, of Correspondence re- 
lating to Affairs of the Cape Colony [by | 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATE, 1900-1901). 

Estimate presented, of the further sums | 
required to be voted for the service of the | 
year ending 31st March, 1901 [by Com- | 
mand]; Referred to the Committee of 
Supply, and to be printed. [No. 280.] 
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TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | 
(No, 3) BILL. 
Copy ordered, “ of Memorandum stat- | 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained | 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) 
Bill.” —( Mr. Litchie.) 
BANKRUPTCY (IRELAND). 
Return ordered, “of Bankruptcy Cases 
closed by each of the Official Assignees in 
Ireland for the year ended the 31st day 
of December, 1899, showing— 


| by the allies. 


nO 


-payturpe syoord yo qunoury 
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Liabilities. 





Bankrupt’s 
Statement. 
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| but we have 
| statement. 


Questions. 
QUESTIONS. 





CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
RECENT NEWS. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp 
ton, E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he has any 
news from China to communicate to the 
House. 


THe UNDERSECRETARY orSTATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford): We have re- 


| ceived no information in the last twenty- 


four hours either from the Consul at 
Tientsin or from the Commanding Officer, 
nor have we received any information 
from Shanghai of the reports which have 
reached that city of attacks on Tientsin 
I see there are reports 
both ways, one of failure and the more 
recent one of successful attack. 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN (Merthyr 
Tydvil): Is the right hon. Gentleman 


aware that the British Legation at Peking 
was standing on the 9th inst. ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
has given me no notice of the question, 
no confirmation of the 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN : Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware of the fact 
that His Excellency Li Hung Chang left 
Canton this morning for Peking with the 


- | view of taking supreme command in 


China ? 
[The question was not answered. | 
DESPATCH OF INDIAN TROOPS TO 
CHINA. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the force of British and Native 
troops under orders for China has been 
again increased. What is now the total 
strength of the withdrawals from the 
Indian Establishment for service abroad, 
and whether the Viceroy is satisfied that 
all these troops can be spared. And 
whether the present Acting Commander-in- 
Chief in India is a member of the Viceroy’s 
executive council, which issues orders for 


- the despatch of troops on foreign service. 


The following question on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper :— 


Mr. BUCHANAN 


(Aberdeenshire, 


'E.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
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India whether it is intended to despatch | 
from India additional British and Native 
regiments for service in China, and what 
steps are being taken to supply the place 
of these and the other forces now serving 
out of India. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamiton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): Since I last replied to the hon. 
Member's enquiries on the subject (21st 
and 26th June)? it has been decided to 
increase the strength of the force pro- 
ceeding from India to China by about 
6,000 men, which, with the exception of 
two batteries of artillery, is entirely drawn 
from the Native Arny. This raises the 
total number of troops withdrawn from 


the Indian Establishment for service in, 


and elsewhere to about 22,000. 
have the full concur- 
The provisional 


China 
These movements 
rence of the Viceroy. 
Commander-in-Chief in India is not a 
member of the Vicero”’s executive 
council, but he is the adviser of the 
Viceroy on military questions. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Then there is no 
truth in the statement that no British 
regiments are included in the division. 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: It is a mere 


newspaper rumour. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
Upon which exchequer will the cost 
fall—the Imperial or the Indian ! 
*Mr. SPEAKER : Notice must be given 
of that question. 


THE YANG-TSZE CABLE. 


*Si CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask Mr. 


Chancellor of the Exchequer what 
financial arrangement has been made with 
regard to the strategic cable about to be 
laid from the Island of Gutzlaff, at the 
mouth of the south channel of the Yang- 
tsze, to the north ; and whether, having 
regard to the fact that the ialand i is the 
landing- place of the cables of the Danish 
Great Northern Telegraph Company run- 
ning to Nagasaki : and V ladivostock, it is 
arranged that the offices at the end of the 
new line will be in British hands, and 
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| distinct from the offices in which foreign 
clerks are employed. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tue EX. 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bris- 
tol, W.): The proposed cable to Wei-hai- 
wei is not to be laid from Gutzlaff but 
from the Saddle Islands, which are some 
thirty miles further seawards. The 
Great Northern Company has no station 
on these islands. Arrangements will be 
made for the working of the new cable by 
a British staff. Negotiations are in pro- 
gress with the Eastern Extension Tele- 
graph Company as to the ownership of 
the cable. Pending the result, the 
company will lay and work the line. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—COMPENSA.- 
TION TO LOYALISTS IN NATAL. 
Sm ANDREW SCOBLE(Hackney, Cen- 

tral): I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether it is intended to 
compensate loyal residents in Natal for 
the injury done to their property during 
the recent Boer occupation ; whether: any 
steps have been taken to ascertain the 
amount of compensation due to such 
residents ; whether prompt payment will 
be made to those whose claims are estab- 
lished ; and whether such compensation 
will be paid out of the funds of the 
colony ; and whether it is proposed to 
make any grant from Imperial funds in 
order to secure that immediate and_ade- 
quate compensation may be afforded in 
all proper cases. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) : Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have pledged themselves to exact 
compensation for loyal residents for direct 
A Commission was appointed by 
the Governor in December last to make 
inquiry as to direct losses in invaded 
districts, and is still engaged in its task. 
The Colonial Government have under- 
taken to advance compensation to an 
amount not exceeding 75 per cent. of the 
valuation as assessed by the Commission 
in cases where it can be proved that 
claimants are in urgent need of financial 
assistance. Compensation will to this 
extent be advanced out of Colonial funds, 
on the understanding that ultimately 
compensation will be paid out of the 
indemnity to be exacted from the Orange 
River Colony and the Transvaal. No 


losses. 


“+ See The Parliamentary De bates [Fourth | grant from Imperial funds is contemplated 
| in these circumstances. 
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991 Questions. 
MARTIAL LAW—ADMINISTRATION. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS - OWEN (Mont- 


gomeryshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary | 


of State for the Colonies whether there are 
inany civil prison in the Cape Colony 
any, and, if any, how many persons de- | 
tained by sentences of courts martial. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 
information, I am sorry to say ; but if the 


hon. Gentleman desires, I will communi- | 


cate with Sir Alfred Milner. It will, 
however, take some time. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: I think 


it would be interesting to have the in- 
formation. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Why not 
communicate by telegraph ? 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Sir Alfred 


Milner is already subjected to tremendous 
strain, and I do not like to add to the 
pressure unnecessarily. I will communi- 
cate by despatch, however. 


COURTS-MARTIAL SENTENCES. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: I beg 
toask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether persons sentenced by courts- 
martial in the Cape Colony to terms of 
imprisonment or penal servitude are 
detained in civil or in military prisons ; 
and, if they are detained in civil prisons, 


whether the warrants are signed by civil 


or by military officers. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpbHAn, 
Dover): The records of proceedings under 


te law have not reached this country. 
I understand, however, that, except for 
minor breaches of milit: ary regulations, 
there have been very few cases finally 
decided by military courts. No sentence 
of penal servitude has been confirmed. I 
presume that the warrants are signed by 
the presiding officer, and that the prisoner 
after sentence is confined in some suitable 
place within the limits of the area over 
which martial law has been proclaimed. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : 


or military custody ? 


In civil 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I 
military custody. 
VOL. LXXXVI. 


should say in 


[FourtTH SERIES. | 
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| HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS—COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 

THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BAtrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I promised to announce at 
the earliest opportunity the additional 
names for the Commission to inquire 
/into the arrangements for the sick and 
wounded in South Africa. I am glad to 
| say we have obtained the services of Sir 
David Richmond, ex-Lord Provost of 
|Glasgow, a respected gentleman and 
deeply versed in administrative affairs, 
and Mr. Harrison, general manager of the 
London and North-Western Railway. I 
am particularly glad we have got Mr. 
Harrison to serve, seeing that questions 
‘of transport are clearly of great im- 
portance, and his name will, I think, carry 
| universal weight with all acquainted with 
railway management. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (West- 
minster): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
give us any opportunity of discussing 
these names or the constitution of the 
, Committee of Inquiry ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: Then I 
beg to ask leave to move the adjourn- 
ment of the House in order to discuss a 
definite matter of urgent public impor- 
tance—namely, the constitution and scope 
of the Committee of Inquiry. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: It is somewhat diffi- 
cult to remember the exact course of 
events, but I believe [am right in say- 
ing that a motion for the adjourn- 
ment of the House was made on 5th July 
by the hon. Member for Northampton, 
in order to discuss the composition 
and scope of reference of the Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the 
treatment of the sick and wounded 
in South Africa.t On that motion a 
discussion took piace upon scope of refer- 
ence and the three names then placed 
before the House. I do not think that a 
renewed discussion upon those three 
names would be in order. It is a well- 
known rule that the same matter cannot 
be discussed twice on a motion of adjourn- 
ment under Standing Order 17. But as 
regards the two new names now added, 
it will lie with the House and not with 





+ See preceding volume of Debates, page 648. 
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me to say whether they shall discuss them | 


or not. If the hon. Member cares to 
alter his motion in this way—namely, to 
discuss the nomination of Sir D. Rich- 
mondand Mr. Harrison as members of the 
Committee of Inquiry, such a motion 
would be in order. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: May I re- 
spectfully remind you, Sir, that on the 
occasion referred to I stated that I had 
an objection to one of the names, but no 
discussion of that objection or name took 
place. The discussion took a wider scope, 
and had reference to the large element of 
the medical profession on the Commission. 
I now propose to deal with an entirely 
new matter. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I look at the subject- 
matter proposed for discussion ; I have 
really nothing to do with the particular 
arguments that have been used. The 
matter proposed for discussion was the 
composition and scope of reference of the 
Committee appointed to inquire into the 
treatment of sick and wounded soldiers, it 
being proposed that the Committee should 
consist of a certain learned judge and 
two members of the medical profession. 
The question of the composition of the 
Committee so far as those three gentle- 
men were concerned was open and was 
discussed. I think it would be quite 
contrary to the rules of the House, espe- 
cially in a matter of such a personal bear- 
ing, if three names which were discussed 
by the House on one occasion were re-dis- 
cussed on a motion for the adjournment 
without any alteration of the circum- 
stances with regard to those three names. 


Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL: With all 
respect, I submit that new circumstances 
have since arisen with respect to Pro- 
fessor Cunningham. I am in the recol- 
lection of the House when I say that the 
First Lord on the last occasion threatened 
to withdraw his name if there was any 
discussion on it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 
anything of the kind. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Since then 
the charge has been openly made that 
Professor Cunningham has been recom- 
mended by those who are interested in 
the issue of the inquiry. 


{COMMONS 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: 
before the House. It is almost inevitable 
that some further arguments should 
have occurred to some hon. Members’ 
minds, but that does not alter the fact 
that this matter has been discussed by 
the House under Standing Order 17 as 
regards those three gentlemen. The other 
two names can be discussed if the hon. 
Member wishes. 


The names were 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: The First 
Lord of the Treasury stated in definite 
terms that neither of the two medical 
gentlemen had any connection with the 
Army Medical Department. Subsequently 
it became — that one of those 
gentlemen held a paid appointment in 
connection with the Army Medical De- 
partment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [ am quite sure that 
the whole matter was open to discussion, 
though, of course, it is impossible to say 
of every hon. Member that everything 
was present in his mind then w hich is 
present in his mind now. I must adhere 
to what I have said, that if the hon. 
Member asks leave to move the adjourn- 
ment in order to discuss two names now 
for the first time before the House, that 
is a matter which I am prepared to 
submit to the House. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: As your 
ruling makes it impossible for me to bring 
before the House new matter of great 
interest, I must beg leave to withdraw. 


PRETORIA—ATTEMPT TO 
MAGAZINE. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he has any information 
to the effect that Lieutenant Tossel, of 
the Transvaal Police, and Mr. Solomon 
Gillingham have been condemned to 
death i in Pretoria for alleged complicity 
to blow up the magazine ; and whether 
he can say if Mr. ¢ Gillingham holds mili- 
tary rank in the Republican Army or 
what is his occupation, and when the trial 
took place, before what tribunal, what 
was the evidence of guilt, and when the 
sentence is to be carried into effect. 


BLOW UP 


“miveed 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no in- 

formation at the War Office in regard to 
the matters referred to in the question. 
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995 (Questions. 
ROYAL ARTILLERY—SECOND 
TENANTS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that many 
second lieutenants in the Royal Artil- 


LIEU- 


lery, who have had two years training at | 


Woolwich and have served nearly three 
years in the artillery, are not allowed to 
receive the full rank of lieutenant, while 
those now joining the artillery direct 
from school with no training at Woolwich, 
will be made full heutenants in three 
years ; and whether steps will be taken 
at once to remedy this state of things. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Time spent at the 
Royal Military Academy, Woolwich, is 
not permitted to reckon as Army service. 
The Secretary of State for War sees no 
reason for making any alteration in this 
respect. 


LINE BATTALIONS—BAND AND MESS 
EXPENSES. 

Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he will state, in the case of 
the new Line battalions now being raised, 
what are the approximate total expenses 
of supplying the band with instruments 
and furnishing and equipping the mess 
with necessaries ; whether these expenses 
have to be borne by the officers of each 
new battalion, or does the Government 
defray them or make any contribution 
towards them; and if any contribution 
is made by Government, what is its 
amount. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The cost varies in 
different regiments, but is believed to 
amount, on the average, to about £1,000. 
The contribution from the Government is 
£500. The question whether this contri- 
bution should be increased is under con- 
sideration. 


MILITIA—FURLOUGH PAY. 

Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether men of the embodied Militia pro- 
ceeding on furlough have their pay 
stopped, whilst men of the Regular forces 
proceeding on furlough continue to draw 
their pay; and, if so, whether there is 


any reason for this difference of treat- 
-ment. 
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| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The rule has been 
as stated by the hon. Member, because 
\the case contemplated was that of a 
| Militiaman sent on furlough as soon as he 
| joined, and therefore not disturbed in his 
| civil occupation. But furlough with pay 
is now granted to Militiamen belonging 
to corps which have been some time 
embodied. 


Questions. 


| NAVY—CORDITE POWDER—EROSION 
OF GUNS. 

*Sirk CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
, the First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
the erosion of Naval guns by cordite is 
now being considered by a Committee ; 
and, if so, of whom that Committee con- 
sists. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. The 
Committee consists of Lord Rayleigh 
(president), Sir W. Roberts-Austen, Sir 
W. Crookes, Sir Andrew Noble, and Mr. 
R. P. Haldane, M.P. 


Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): Will this Committee have 
special regard to the erosion of guns on 
active service in South Africa ¢ 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have not the 
terms of reference before me, but I 
should say that the effect on guns in 
South Africa will be considered by them. 


PICRIC ACID. 

*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
the plant for the manufacture of picric 
acid in this country is considered by the 
Admiralty to be sufficient to meet the 
strain of naval war, and whether any 
steps are being taken to increase it. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I taink this is a 
question that I should answer. The plant 
in this country is now sufficient te meet 
the needs of both services, and to pro- 


vide for the accumulation of large 
reserves ; but in order to meet needs 


even in excess of that standard, steps are 
being continually taken to increase the 
available plant ; three new factories have 
recently been started. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: But is it not 
the case that picric acid cannot be kept in 


| reserve 2? 


H 2 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: I imagine it can 
be kept for some time, or the word 
“ reserves ” would not be used. 


ADMIRALTY COAL CONTRACTS. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydfil): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty, in view of his statement 
that it was proposed before the next 
emergency coal contracts were made to 
revise some of the conditions, if he can 
state what alterations were made in the 
conditions of the contracts recently 
entered into by the Admiralty. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI. 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) : 
No alterations were made in the emer- 


gency coal contracts recently entered | 


into, as it was not considered desirable at 
the present juncture to vary the con- 
ditions. 


Mr. D, A. THOMAS: But did not 
the First Lord promise to alter the 
contracts ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: He promised to! 
consider the point. He did so, and it 
was not deemed desirable to make the 
alteration at the present juncture. 


BELLEVILLE BOILERS—ADMIRALTY 
TESTS. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether he has considered the state- 
ment at page 6 of the Memorandum 
respecting water-tube boilers, that in the 
manceuvres of 1899 the Belleville-boiler 
ship “Europa” made good her defects 
with her own resources, and that all four 
delleville-boiler ships “ Europa,” “ Argo- 

naut,” “Gladiator,” and “ Vindictive,” 
maintained a speed of seventeen knots 
except during fogs ; and does this state- 
ment agree with the report of Admiral 
Domvile respecting the behaviour of these 
ships during the manceuvres in question ; 
were Fleet artificers other than her own 
employed in remedying defects on hoard 
the “ Europa” during these manceuvres ; 
and if so, how many and for how long ; 
and did Admiral Domvile report as to the 
“ Europa” that even after the repairs had 
been made she could not steam eleven 
knots, and did he make a similar report 
as to the “ Argonaut”; if not, what did 


he report as to the speed of these ships 
during the manceuvres of 1899. 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): Admiral Domvile’s 
report with regard to the “ Europa’s” 
defects during the manceuvres of 1899 
was as follows— 

“On the 18th July, during the preliminary 

cruise, the captain of the ‘ Argonaut’ reported 
that, owing to leakage and loss of water 
caused by fractured pipes and leaky boiler 
doors, the ship was unable to steam at full 
speed, or even more than ten knots. The: 
‘Europa’ was in a minor degree the same. 
On arrival at Milford thirty-one artificers of 
the Fleet were employed in remaking joints, 
ete., of the ‘ Argonaut,’ the ‘ Europa’ making 
good her defects with her own artificers.” 
In the captain of ‘ Europa’s ” report it is 
stated the boilers worked very satistac- 
torily, without any hitch, no doors of 
boiler tubes giving out. Admiral Domvile 
did not report that the ‘ Europa” could 
not steam eleven knots after repairs. No 
further report on the speed of the 
“ Argonaut ” was made than that given 
above. 


Sm FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, W.R., Shipley) : How long did the 
repairs to the “ Argonaut ” occupy ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I cannot say from 


memory, but it was a very short time. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I understand 
from the answer to the second paragraph 
that the “Europa” only employed her 
own artificers to remedy the defects. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes ; her own. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
he can explain the statement at page 6 
of the Memorandum on Water-tube 
Boilers, that the Belleville: boiler ships 
“ Europa,” ‘“ Argonaut,” and “ Vindie- 
tive,” maintained a speed of 17 knots, 
except during fogs, by stating the number 
of hours during which that speed was 
actually maintained by them, and the 
number of hours during which the fogs 
necessitated a lesser rate of speed, and 
what that lesser rate was ; and whether, 
in view of the fact that in their trials the 
“ Europa ” attained a speed of 20-4 knots, 
the “ Argonaut ” a speed of 21°16 knots, 
and the “ Vindictive” a speed of 20:1 
knots, the attainment by these ships of 
17 knots satisfies the Admiralty require- 
ments. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The portions of the 


veport of the captain of the “ Europa,” 
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who was senior officer of the cruiser) ASHANTI—NATIVE RISING—RELIEF 


squadron, dealing with the question of 
speed, are as follows— 


“TI proceeded to sea for convoy in Her 
Majesty's ship under my command with 
‘Argonaut, ‘Gladiator, ‘ Vindictive, ‘St. 
George,’ ‘ Diana,’ and ‘Sappho, at five a.m. 
on the 30th July. 

“Proceeding at 17 knots ‘Sappho’ soon 
began to drop, complaining of priming. She 
was sent back to join your flag. 


> 


“We had to ease to 12 knots in the after- | 


noon, as the ‘ Argonaut’ had an indicator-pipe 
started ; soon after, at 5.38 p.m., we ran into 
a heavy fog. This necessitated easing to 
10 knots, and again to 8 knots for a short 


time, as the ships were inclined to separate ; | 


emerging at 7.48 p.m., speed was worked up 
to 17 knots until 1.8 a.m., when another dense 
fog was run into, decreasing from 17 to 10 
knots. The positions of ships were well main- 
tained, with the exception of ‘Gladiator.’ 
Emerging at 2.58 a.m., speed was increased to 
17 knots, and maintained right through until 
meeting the convoy at 5.33 p.m. on 31st 
July.” 


The speed of 17 knots 1s a good one for 
a squadron of six cruisers to maintain, 
and was no doubt determined by the 
Admiral’s orders, having regard to their 
coal supply, and the nature of the opera- 
tions. The Admiral would naturally not 
order them to go at the maximum speed 
of the fastest ship, except in chase. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I suppose I 
may assume that 17 knots satisfies the 
Admiralty requirements ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Generally speaking 
17 knots isa high speed for a cruising 
squadron. 


BELLEVILLE BOILERS—USE IN THE 
MERCANTILE MARINE. 

Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he is aware 
that the use of Belleville boilers has in 
this country been entirely discarded in 
the steamers of the mercantile marine ; 
and, if not, can he give the names of any 
British trading steamers which are so 
fitted. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror THE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. JEssE CoL.ines, Birming- 


ham, Bordesley) (for Mr. RitcHiE): The | 
Board of Trade are not aware of any | 
vessel in the British mercantile marine 
that is fitted with Belleville boilers. 


head of “Special Schools.” 


OF COOMASSIE. 
Mr. DRAGE (Derby): Has the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies any 
news from Coomassie ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
received the following telegram from 
the Commandant at the Base at Cape 
Coast— 


“Cape Coast, 17th July. — Apparently 


authentic information just received from 
Bekwai by messenger to Fumsu that 


Coomassie gave night signals: Relieved on 
15th July.” 

This is the date on which Colonel Will- 
cocks expected to carry out that relief. 
If the news is true, as I believe it is, I think 


it reflects the greatest credit on Colonel 


Willcocks and the forces under his com- 
mand, who have been fighting under the 
most terrible conditions of climate and 
season. 


IN DIA—EDUCATION. 

Sr MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India if he 
will state the present number of technical, 
industrial, and Art schools or classes in 
India ; the annual expenditure incurred 
by Government in maintaining the same ; 
and what proportion such number and 
expenditure bear to those of colleges and 
schools of general education. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: My _ hon. 
friend will find such figures as can be 
given, with a very full discussion of their 
bearing and effect in pages 248 to 281 of 
Mr. J.S. Cotton’s Report on the progress 
of Education in India, 1892-93 to 1895-97, 
which was presented to Parliament in 
1898. There may have been some pro- 
gress since 1897, but I apprehend that the 
pressure of famine and plague in a large 
part of India has not admitted of in- 
creased expenditure on this object as a 
whole. My hon. friend will see from Mr. 
Cotton’s remarks that it is not possible 
on the figures available to give separately 
the number and cost even of wholly 
technical institutions, inasmuch as many 
of the technical schools are grouped in 
the returns with other schools under the 
As regards 
classes, the report shows that in every 
province attention is paid to the teaching 
of practical subjects, which may be 


described as preparatory technical in- 
{ 
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struction, in both primary and secondary , 
possible to 


schools. It is not, however, 
show separately the expenditure i in teach- 
ing these subjects, or the number of pupils 
attending the classes. 


JAMAICA RAILWAY DEBENTURES— 
INCOME TAX. 

Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether any 
decision has been come to to refund the 
additional income tax charged at the rate 
of ls. in the £ on the overdue interest 
on the debentures of the Jamaica Railway 
for the years 1897, 1898, and 1899, which 
was paid out of money supplied by Parlia- 
ment last year, but the payment of which 
was withheld till May last. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I have no 
doubt, after inquiry from the Commis- 
sioners of Inland Revenue, that the 
income tax of ls. in the £ was legally 
charged in this case. The only ground, 
therefore, on which a claim for relief 
could be sustained is that suggested in 
the question that the payment of the 
interest was due while the income tax 
stood at 8d. in the £, and was delayed by 
the fault of the Colonial Government. I 
have ascertained from the Colonial Office 
that, under the arrangement made with 
the trustees of the bondholders, the latter 
did not become entitled to the payment 
of the arrears of interest and to the issue 
of inscribed stock in exchange for their 
bonds until the final decree of the Supreme 
Court of Jamaica in the matter was made 
—namely, on the 11th April, 1900—when 
the income tax stood at 1s. in the £, and 
that the Executive Government of 
Jamaica cannot be held in any way 
responsible for the delay, if any, in the 
issue of the decree. I do not, therefore, 
see any sufficient grounds for submitting 
a Vote to Parliament to defray the cost 
of the remissions desired, which would be 
the only legal mode of affording relief. 


INCOME TAX DEDUCTIONS. 

Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether the 
Government has authorised the Bank of 
England to deduct income tax at the 
rate of 1s. in the £ from coupons or 
interest warrants maturing on or about 
the 1st of July instant, and whether the 
tax should not be levied at the rate of 8d. 
in the £ for interest which accrued during 


the first quarter of the year, and Is. in 
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the £ for the second quarter, or an 
average rate of 10d. in the £ instead of 
ls. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: Dividends 
and interest from the — funds, from 
foreign or colonial loans, or foreign or 
colonial companies, and Stn paid by 
local authorities to creditors on rates, are 
by law chargeable with income tax at 
the rate in force at the time when they 
become payable in this country, without 
regard to the period during which they 
have accrued. The Bank of England 
have been so informed by the Board of 
Inland Revenue, and are under obligation 
to deduct income tax accordingly. In 
other cases, such as mortgage interest 
and ground rents and the profits of public 
companies in the United Kingdom, 
income tax is deducted at an average 
rate based on the rates in force during 
the period in which the income taxed has 
been accruing, and if, in any such cases, 
the business of deducting the income tax 
is conducted by the Bank of England, 
this principle would be followed. 


WILLESDEN POOR LAW “HILDREN— 
RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTION. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : 
I beg to.ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his attention 
has been called to the proceedings of the 
Willesden Board of Guardians on the 
20th June last, during which it appears 
that the guardians made no appointment 
of a chaplain for Rockhall and Rochford 
House, but, instead, made arrangements 
with the ministers of various denomina- 
to give religious instruction to the child- 
ren under their charge in those establish- 
ments; whether the whole of these 
children are entered on the creed register 
as belonging to the Church of England ; 
and, if so, whether this arrangement is in 
accordance with the regulation which 
requires that children in poor-law estab- 
lisdments should be brought up in the 
faith of their parents; and whether he 
proposes to take any action to remedy 
this state of things. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHAPLIN, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I have made 
inquiry on this subject, and I am informed 
that owing to the temporary nature of the 
institutions referred to and also to the 


small number of inmates, the guardians. 
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were of opinion that the appointment of 
a chaplain is not requisite, but that 
arrangements could be made for voluntary 
religious instruction being given to the 
inmates. The clerk states that in pre- 
paring a rota of ministers he has taken 
into consideration the fact that the 
majority of the inmates are described as 
Church of England, and that he has 
accordingly arranged with the vicar of 
the parish for the attendance at the two 
institutions of a minister of the Church 
of England at least once in each week. 
Rochford House only is provided as a 
home for children, and the regulations 
which the guardians have drawn up pro- 
vide that the children shall attend divine 
service every Sunday at such places of 
worship in the neighbourhood as may be 
in conformity with the religious persuasion 
of the children. They also provide that 
no child under the age of twelve shall be 
permitted to receive religious instruction 
at variance with the creed under which 
he is registered in the creed register. 


Mr. TALBOT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman take care that this temporary 
arrangement is not made permanent ? 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I will make it my 
business to use my influence to prevent 
that. 


DUKINFIELD POSTMASTERSHIP.: 

Mr. M‘'GHEE (Louth, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can state the number of appli- 
cants for the postmastership of Dukin- 
field; and whether the questions of 
seniority and ability were considered 
before making the appointment. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanbury, Pres- 
ton): The number of applicants was 112. 
The answer to the second paragraph of 
the question is in the affirmative. 


LIVERPOOL TELEGRAPHISTS— 
PROMOTIONS. 

Mr. M‘GHEE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary tothe Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that a telegraphist at the Liver- 
pool Post Oftice, number 34 on the 
seniority list, has been promoted recently 
to the class of clerks; whether the men 
who were passed over received any 
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notice of the impending promotion ; 
and can he state the reasons for their 
non-advancement, and for what special 
circumstances the junior officer was 
selected. 


Mr. HANBURY: A sorting clerk 
and telegraphist, standing number 34 of 
his class at Liverpool, has lately been pro- 
moted to fill a vacant clerkship. The 
officers who were passed over did not re- 
ceive notice that the promotion was 
under consideration. It is not the prac- 
tice to issue any such notice, nor is it 
necessary to take such a course in order 
to ensure that the claims of all the men 
concerned receive proper consideration. 
The officer promoted was selected for the 
vacant post because he was held by the 
Postmaster General, after careful inquiry, 
to be the best qualified to perform the 
duties to be taken up. 


HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS 
COMMISSION. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury if he will 
lay upon the Table of the House a copy of 
the document which he described as the 
Queen’s authority to the Historical 
Manuscripts Commissioners, which re- 
stricts their operations to manuscripts 


belonging to private persons; and 
whether the Trustees of the British 


Museum have taken any steps for the 
printing of any historical manuscripts 
acquired by them. 


Mr. HANBURY: I do not propose to 
lay the document formally upon the Table, 
but I shall be glad to show the right hon. 
Member a copy. It authorises and ap- 
points certain Commissioners “to make 
inquiry into the places in which docu- 
ments illustrative of history or of general 
public interest belongingto private owners 
are deposited.” The British Museum only 
print and publish a few exceptional docu- 
ments, but they regularly publish cata- 
logues and indexes of all MSS. A 
forthcoming volume will include the Hard- 
wicke papers, which were only bought 
in 1899 and were then ina state of chaos. 
Even whilethe MSS. are being sorted they 
are open to the inspection of scholars— 
and, of course, when sorted and catalogued 
they are open to the general reader. The 
catalogues and indexes are published and 
sold to the public. 
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JURY SERVICE—EXEMPTIONS— 
PAYMENT. 

Mr. BILLSON (Halifax): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he will instruct 
sheriffs and coroners and their subor- 
dinates to omit from the list of persons 
liable to be summoned as jurymen all 
persons who have previously been excused 
from service on juries by reason of deaf- 
ness or other physical defects; and 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to bring in a Bill to remunerate 
common as well as grand jurymen. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (for Sir M. | 
WuitE Ripiey): The Secretary of State | 
has no authority to issue instructions of 
The answer to the | 


the nature indicated. 
second paragraph is in the negative. 


PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION—COST - 
RETURN. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De 
partment if he can state when the Return 
relating to the expenses incurred in Pri- 
vate Bill Legislation ordered by the House 
on 28th April, 1899, is likely to be pre- 
sented ; and whether, having regard to 
the delay in its presentation, the infor- 
mation sought can be given to the end of 
last session. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (for Sir M. 
Wuite kipiey): There has been no 
undue delay in presenting this Return, 
considering the great labour and difficul- 
ties involved in communicating with 1,389 
separate local authorities, and 1,050 
companies. Even as it is, the Board of 
Trade have failed to obtain any figures 
from a considerable number of companies, 
and have been obliged to make up their 
part of the Return (with which they have 
only just been able to supply me) without 
them. The printing of this part of the 
Return will be proceeded with as speedily 
as possible ; the rest of it is practically 
ready. To bring the Return down to the 
end of last session would involve a fur- 
ther long postponement. I told my hon. 
friend at the time the Return was granted 
that it would take a considerable time to 
prepare it. 

VICTORIA AND ALBERT MUSEUM— 
ASSISTANTSHIPS. 

Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Westminster): I 

beg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
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mittee of Council on Education whether 
candidates for the forthcoming examina- 
tion for assistantships in the Victoria 
and Albert Museum are being selected by 
nomination ; and, whether the system 
of nomination has been recently sub- 
stituted for that of open competition; 
and, if so, can he say for what reason the 
change has been made. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF tar 


COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
| versity): Assistants in the Victoria and 


Albert Museum are a new class, and are 
to be filled up by limited competition, as 
is done in a similar class in the British 
Museum. 


BOARDING OUT OF 
CHILDREN. 
Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Education 
what decision has beencome to by the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education with refer- 
ence to the protest made to the President of 
such Council by the Executive Council of the 
Association of Poor Law Unions against 
the regulation contained in the boarding- 
out regulations made by the Committee 
under the Elementary Education (Defec- 
tive and Epileptic Children) Act, 1899, 
that no child within that Act shall be 
boarded out in a home in which any poor- 
law child is boarded out by a board of 
guardians ; and whether such regulation 
will be withdrawn, thereby removing any 
slur upon poor-law children. 


PAUPER 


Sm J. GORST: No slur upon poor- 
law children is either intended or con- 
veyed by the regulation; but it is 
thought inexpedient for two separate and 
distinct Government authorities to have 
jurisdiction in the same home. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND)—FEE 
GRANT. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 

I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that, in 1897, when 
allocating the money which should be 
given to Scotland as against that given to 
England in the matter of the Voluntary 
schools, the Scotch Office had estimated 
that a sum of £26,000 annually from 
Imperial funds would be required to 
maintain the Scotch fee grant at 12s. 
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er scholar, which he had agreed to pay 


as part payment of the equivalent to | 
Irish Land Act of 1881, and not on the 


Scotland ; whether he is aware that for 
the four financial years ending 31st 
March, 1901, the amounts paid or esti- 


{17 Juty 1900} 


mated as requiring to be paid in respect | 


of the above undertaking, instead of 
amounting to £104,000, amount only to 
about £5,000; and whether he will re- 
consider this payment to Scotland. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The answer 
to the first two paragraphs of the ques- 
tion is in the affirmative ; but this matter 
has not been dealt with on the basis of 
equivalent grants since a fee grant of 
10s. per child throughout the United 
Kingdom was substituted for the equiva- 
lent grant system in 1897. Up to that 
time the Scotch Education Department 
had paid a fee grant not of 10s. but of 
12s. per child, partly out of an Exchequer 
grant, and partly out of the residue of 
the Local Taxation Fund. It was thought 
that this fund could no longer make up 
the amount necessary to provide the addi- 
tional 2s., and as part of the additional 
aid given to Education in Scotland in 
1897 we undertook that if it failed any 
deticiency should be made up from the 
Exchequer, to an extent which was esti- 
mated by the Scotch Office at £26,000 as 
a maximum, but by the Opposition at no 
more than £18,000. Since that time, 
however, the continued productiveness of 
the share of the Death Duties which goes 
to the Scotch Local Taxation Fund has 
enabled that fund to bear the cost of the 
additional 2s. fee grant to Scotland, and 
so the anticipated contribution from the 
Exchequer has not been required. I cer- 
tainly cannot accept the view that we 
agreed to pay this £26,000, whether it 
was required or not—but the fact that it 
has not been required might, I think, 
be taken into account to some extent 
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‘to the effect of which would be to make 


a sale on such an estate dependent on the 


Ulster custom, as has hitherto been be- 
lieved to be the right of the Ulster tenant ; 
and whether he will consider the advisa- 
bility of amending the [rish Land Laws, 
so as to prevent the Ulster tenants from 
being deprived of the right of free sale 
under the Ulster custom. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The hon, Member misappre- 
hends the facts. The sale was held to be 
a sale under the Ulster custom, one of 
the incidents of which is that the land- 
lord should consent to the transaction to 
make it valid. In this case this consent 
had not been given, and the purchaser 
was accordingly decided not to be a 
tenant entitled to have his rent fixed. 
The decision upholds the custom, and no 
legislation is necessary. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
INSPECTOR GENERAL. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state what are 
the special qualifications of Colonel 
Neville Chamberlain for appointment to 
the post of Inspector General of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary ; what previous 
experience (if any) he has of police duties 
and police administration ; and on whose 
recommendation was he appointed 
Inspector General. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In reply to 


the first two paragraphs of this question I 


in considering the proposals for further | 


expenditure on Scottish Education that | 
respect to the last paragraph, the Lord 


may be brought before me. 


LAND COMMISSION—THE 
ULSTER CUSTOM. 


DUBLIN 


have nothing to add to what I said in 
answer to the hon. Member yesterday, 
except that it has been the rule, and not 
the exception, since the post of Inspector 
General was created in 1836, to appoint 
military men to the position. With 


| Lieutenant, of course, satisfied himself of 
‘Colonel Chamberlain’s suitability for the 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): | 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 


attention has been directed to the case of 


Lindsay, tenant, and Mrs. Corry, land- 
lord, decided by Mr. Justice Meredith at 
the Land Commission Court at Dublin on 
Tuesday last, when a decision was come 


post, but any recommendations he 
received must be treated as confidential. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: What 
previous experience had he had of police 
duties ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No direct 


experience. 





23) Compensation for Damage 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.E.): Is service 
in India or South Africa considered a 
qualification for controlling the Irish 
police ? 


Mr. FLAVIN: Does he know how to 
put on a constabulary uniform 4 


DOWNPATRICK POSTMASTERSHIP. 
Mr. RENTOUL: I beg to ask the 


Secretary tothe Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that in recently appointing a post- 
master for Rathfriland the appointment 
was given to a person residing in Down- 
patrick Street ; and whether, seeing that 
that is an inconvenient locality for the 
post office, and that there were four 
applicants for the position whose houses 
are in the square where the chief business 
of the town is transacted, he can state the 
reasons for locating the post office in any 
other place than the square. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General was aware of the situation of the 
present sub-postmaster’s premises when 
appointing him sub-postmaster of Rathfri- 
land. He was considered to be the best 
qualified of the candidates, and was able 
to devote the whole of his time to the 
service of the Department, and this was 
regarded as more than counterbalancing 
any inconveniencethat might be occasioned 
by the removal of the otiice to Down- 
patrick Street. A memorial was received 
signed by many influential residents of 
Rathfriland in favour of the candidate 
who was selected. 


CLONES LEVEL CROSSING. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade if he can state when the Report 
promised upon the condition of the level 
crossing and of the island platform at 
Clones railway station, Great Northern 
Railway, Ireland, will be issued. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: The Board 
of Trade have not yet received the Re- 
port, but they are pressing for it; and 


as soon as it is received they will com- | 


municate with the hon. Member. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary to the Treasury whether any } 


Supplementary Civil Service Estimates 
are to be introduced this session. 


{COMMONS} 


to Crops Bill. 240) 
Mr. HANBURY: Supplementary Es- 


timates will be presented for Colonial 
Services (Ashanti) ; for a contribution to. 
the Local Taxation (Ireland) Account in, 
respect of Pauper Lunatics; for Civil 
Contingencies ; and possibly for expendi- 
ture in connection with Private Bil] 
Procedure in Scotland. 


Str HENRY FOWLER: What will be 


the business to-morrow ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards the 
business for to-morrow, we propose to 
take the Volunteers Bill as the first 
Order. I am afraid I cannot yet give 
any precise indication of the business for 
next week, except that the Indian Budget 
will be taken on Thursday of that week. 
It will, perhaps, be convenient if I state 
that on Thursday next and for the re- 
mainder of the session public business. 
will begin at a quarter past three instead 
of half-past three of the clock. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) EXTENSION BILL. 
Lords Amendment to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


COLONIAL STOCK BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to be 


printed. [Bill 300. ] 


IMITATION OF COUNTY COURT 
PROCESS BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 301.] 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 

Special Report from the Select Com- 
mittee on the Registration of Firms Bill, 
with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 
and read. 

Registration of Firms Bill reported, 
without Amendment. 

Report and Special Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 281.] 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS BILL. 

Order {this day] for resuming Ad- 
journed Debate on Second Reading [21st 
March] read, and discharged ; Bill with- 

| drawn. 
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NEW BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (1888) 


AMENDMENT (LONDON). 
Bill to amend the Local Government 
Act, 1888, ordered to be brought in by 


Mr. Herbert Robertson, Sir Andrew 
Scoble, and Mr. Bousfield. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (1888) 


AMENDMENT (LONDON) BILL. 
“To amend the Local Government Act, 
1888,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Thursday, 
dnd August, and to be printed. [Bill 
302. | 


NAVAL RESERVE. 

Bill to make further provision for a 
Naval Reserve, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Macartney, Mr. Goschen, and Mr. 
Attorney General. 


NAVAL RESERVE BILL. 

“To make further provision for a 
Naval Reserve,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
303. | 


SUPPLY [19TH ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


Navy Estimates, 1900-1901 (including 
Supplementary Estimate). 


1. Motion made, and Question —pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£6,739,000 (including an additional sum of 
£410,000), be granted to Her Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of the Contract Work 
for Shipbuilding, Repairs, ete., which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901.” 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): As some time has elapsed 
since the Navy Estimates were introduced 
I will make a few general observations 
on this Vote. I am afraid I may have to 
trouble the Committee at some length, and 
I hope they will be good enough to 


{17 Jury 1900} 
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extend some indulgence to me, as I may 
have some little difficulty in making 
myself properly heard. Fair progress 
has been made since I last addressed the 
Committee in shipbuilding and in the 
delivery of armour and machinery. | 
cannot say that these deliveries are still 
up to our expectations and our hopes. 
There is, however, a great deal of im- 
provement since last year in that respect. 
Armour has distinctly been delivered in 
larger quantities. | Nevertheless, both 
as regards armour and the various 
materials that are necessary for ship- 
building, there is still a certain difhiculty 
in getting all that is required in sufficient 
time. Many comments have been made 
on my statement with reference to the 
reasons why it was inadvisable to lay 
down more ships. I have a_ distinet 
policy in that respect. I should be ex- 
tremely sorry if the laying down of more 
ships retarded the completion and the 
delivery of those that are already in hand. 
I should consider it undesirable to lay 
down a showy programme with a number 
of armoured ships and a number of cruisers 
with the necessary machinery, if by that 
I impaired to a certain extent the rapid. 
completion of those that are now in hand. 
I am not sure that the Admiralty did not 
go rather too far before in laying down 
more ships at the time than those with 
which rapid progress could be made ; and 
I wish the Committee thoroughly to grasp. 


, this—that it is not only the shipbuilder, 


it is not only the men in the dockyards: 
who have to work to complete the ship, 
but we have to put the tuke manutac- 
turers into action, the manufacturers of 
gun mountings, of hydraulic machinery, 


and of a thousand accessories, and unless- 
the deliveries of these accessories proceed 
pari passu with the completion of the: 
hulls of the ships there is great waste. 
Scarcely in any single one of these 
respects have the contractors been able to: 
keep their time. The House knows the 
many circumstances which affect in 
this way the completion of our ships. 
Shipbuilders do not make their own 
tubes, and contraets to deliver tubes have 
to he let to variows contractors ; nor do 
they make their own hydraulic machinery. 
If they are dependent on sub-contractors, 
then, if these sub-contractors were at 
once to assist the new ships, it would be 
at the expense of the delivery of the ships 
now inhand. For instance, if there were 
more armoured ships laid down, it would 
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we now want for our ships; 
want armour for our ships in every direc- 
tion. The public will scarcely realise the 
enormous number of ships that are build- 
ing now for Her Majesty Government. 
Our pregramme is extremely large— 
larger than it has ever been at any time 
before. J am anxious that we should go 
on with that programme, laying down other 
ships so soon as we see that we have 
got a good prospect of making progress 
with them. Some firms have stated that 
they are willing to build ships at once, 
and we shall lay down new ships as soon 
as we see a prospect of making progress 
with them. Well, we have got to place 
six armoured cruisers under contract, and 
I am glad there will be such good compe- 
tition for them as I gather from some of 
the statements currently made. Again, 
as regards the manufacture of m: chine ry, 
it will be necessary to make machinery 
not only for these six armoured cruisers, 
but also for the two new battleships in- 
eluded in the programme. The Com- 
mittee have observed from the Supple- 
mentary Estimate that where we have 
had the opportunity of purchasing some 
ships that were near completion we have 
availed ourselves of the option. In the 
Supplementary Estimate we take money to 
complete the purchase of five tor pedo hoat 
destroyers, which are almost ready, and 
which lay outside the programme that I 
submitted to the House. One of these is 
a very interesting vessel, a sister ship to 
the “ Viper,” embodying the turbine prin- 
ciple, which, so far as we are able at 
present to see, has been very successful. 
There will be further trials, but already 
speeds of thirty-six and thirty-four knots 
have been obtained. We have every hope 
that this new system of propelling will 
turn out a success. That is another argu- 
ment for not having done what we are re- 
proached in some quarters for not having 
done—namely, for not having laid down 
a number of new torpedo-boat destroyers. 
We want to see how this new system, 
which is especially adapted to torpedo-boat 
destroyers, will answer before we com- 
mence. We have every reason to suppose 
that in this new and most ingenious in- 
vention we shall find a fresh power which 
we shall have secured for this country, 
and in which for once, 1 think, this 
country will have a start over all other 
countries. J really do not know whether 


I ought to detain the House on a subject 
Mr. Goschen. 


{COMMONS} 


be more difficult to get the armour which | 
and we | 
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which has given rise to some questions 
and answers across the Table of this 
House and to some controversy in the 
newspapers. The controversy in the 
newspapers is a very onesided contro- 
versy, because while the administrator js 
attacked day by day he very seldom takes 
the opportunity to reply. I have again 
been charged—a charge which I thought 
I had entirely disposed of—with having 
neglected to spend all the money w hich 
has been placed at the disposal of 
the Admiralty by the House, and 
it is treated almost as a_ breach 
of trust. All the money in the 
dockyards has been spent in all these 
years. We have not been behindhand 
with our construction in the dockyards. 
It has been through the contractors, 
under Vote 3, that we have fallen behind. 
We cannot spend the money if the con- 
tractors do not produce the ships or the 
armour or the machinery for which we 
have to pay them. But if there is one 
body who must regret this delay, it is the 
Board of Admiralty, who are disappointed 
in their programme and have to show that 
what they hoped to be able to produce is 
not produced. The chief regret is ours, 
but we are powerless to heip or to avoid 
it if the contractors do not earn the 
money. It must, however, be made 
good in subsequent years. Every year 
when the Estimates are being made up, 
if we have not spent the money placed at 
our disposal on shipbuilding, we have 
added the sum to the Estimates of the 
following year, so far as we knew the ex- 
penditure of the following year. I will 
take the first year for instance. Of the 
sum unexpended in that year £900,000 
was re-voted in the following year, while 
the balance fell upon later years ; because 
if you once fall behindhand the instal- 
ments must be spread over a_ greater 
number of years. All I can do is to 
assure the House that, in making up the 
Estimates, we have invariably added what 
was short-spent in one year to the Esti- 
mates of the coming year, and then taken 
a survey of the whole. Hon. Members 
can test that for themselves. If they take 
the “‘ Canopus,” or the “ Ocean,” or any of 
the later ships, they will find that the 
estimated expenditure placed against each 
ship in the three years or the four years 
is much larger than the total cost of the 
ship—that is to say, a part of the money 
is re-voted. It has not been our fault that 
we have not been able to spend the money, 
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but I cannot reiterate in too strong terms 
that we have always revoted the money 
and spread it over later years when we 
believed that the amount of money would 
be spent. I must apologise to the Com- 
mittee for having gone into this matter. 
Many people might think it was wrong 
for me to argue with sandwichmen, but 
there are so many ways in which 
this has been spread by placards and 
by leaflets all over the country that I 
have been advised that it would be wise 
for me to contradict it once more—I hope 
once for all. 
more absurd charge—namely, that the 
Admiralty have, out of deference to the 
Treasury, endeavoured to induce con- 
tractors to slacken the speed with which 
they were building their ships, and putting 
off the necessity for paying the instal- 
ments. I always wonder where such 
fancies can be hatched, I cannot imagine 
what can possibly be the ground for them. 
Tam told it was sugg-sted that I still 
retained some of my Chancellor of the 
Exchequer instincts, and that I was 
anxious to do a good turn to my right 
hon. friend the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer by allowing him to have more 
money to pay off debt rather than spend- 
ing it uponships for which [amresponsible. 
I need scarcely assure the House that it 
is too puerile, too absurd, to make such 
a suggestion as this. Far from it, in 
some cases we have given advances to 
contractors who were not yet entitled to 
them, to help them over some difficulty 
in order to be sure that we should not 
check the building of ships for whose 
delivery we are so anxious. I do not think 
there is a single person, in this House at 
all events, who would believe that any 
Admiralty would, in deference to any 
Department of the State, induce contrac- 
tors to slacken the speed with which they 
can build ships. Certainly no such sug- 
gestion has ever been made to me while 
I have been at the head of the Admiralty. 
I have said enough now on the general 
progress which has been made with 
our shipbuilding, and I hope I do 
not take at all a_ pessimistic view. 
I believe that from month to month 
we shall now get on better, and that we 
shall find the deliveries on which we 
count coming in more punctually with 
every quarter. It will be a great satis- 
faction to me if, at the end of this year, 
I shall be able to show that we have 
spent, as I hope we shall spend, every 


(17 Juty 1900} 


| posal. 


There is another and still | 
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shilling the House has placed at our dis- 
The House may wish to know 
what type of battleships are to be the 
two which are to be laid down in the 
dockyards. They are to be of the 


_“ Formidable ” and not of the “Canopus ” 


Then, the new “ Hermes” will be 
about a knot faster than the former 
“Hermes.” I do not think the House 
will think it necessary that I should say 
anything about the smaller ships. They are 
of the same character as their predecessors. 
With reference to one very important 
question connected with shipbuilding, I 
will refer in one sentence to the experi- 
mentsofthe ‘“Belleisle” and the question of 
the amount of wood which is to be put 
into our ships. Now, so far as the experi- 
ments on the “ Belleisle ” could prove that 
proper arrangements for flooding the: 
decks and for taking every precaution, 
against fire will have great success, so far 
[ think the experiment has beemdistinctly 
successful. Attention is always called to. 
the Spanish and Chinese ships,. but on the 
Chinese and Spanish ships: we have: no: 
evidence whatever that they had these: 
fire services and all these precautions 
which are taken on board British men-of- 
war. In the case of the “ Belleisle” the 
pumps continued to flood the deck during 
the whole of the bombardment, and were 
found to be quietly wetting the deck. 
after a certain part of the ship had been 
destroyed. But I frankly say that I wish 
to guard the Admiralty against the im- 
pression that, because this experiment 
shows what it has shown, therefore we 
should be at all remiss in diminishing 
as far as we possibly can the em- 
ployment of wood in all our battleships. 
What our critics do not quite realise is 


type. 


this: that, if there is to be a general 


reform carried out and that reform is 
carried out at once, it would involve 
taking an undue number of ships to 
pieces at possibly a very unfavourable and 
critical moment. When we are asked to 
reconstruct ships, what does it mean? It 
means that at a given time those ships 
must be put out of action for six months 
or a year, or for even a longer period. 
Therefore it has to be done with judgment, 
and we must watcb the political situa- 
tion of the day, lest we should be found 
improving ships just when ships are re- 
quired, and instead of being ready at a 
critical moment we should find oursleves 
with ships stripped, and unable to be put 
into line. 
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Smrr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester-' certain approximation between small ae 
shire, Forest of Dean) asked a question water-tube boilers and large water. <a 
‘with regard to the use of non-inflammable tube boilers. A water-tube boiler, I may a 
wood. say to those who are not cognisant of the me 
subject, is a boiler where the water is in en : 
Mr. GOSCHEN: Non-inflammable the tubes and the fire is outside of the ag 
: t< : : 2 if : : : test, 
‘wood is a different part of the question. tubes, while with the cylindrical boiler to w 
We are putting non-inflammable wood the fire is in the tubes and the water 
into some of the ships we are building is around. The water-tube boilers haye M 
now, but the use of non-inflammable wood this advantage, that they require only aint 
has not been entirely satisfactory, not as one-tenth of the water which is employed = 
regards its non-inflammability, but as in the cylindrical boiler, and, if there mari 
regards some of its other properties which were no other considerations, there would 
make it rather difficult to employ it in bea gain in lightness in favour of the M 
certain parts of the ships. Great atten- water-tube boiler as against the cylindrical ps 
tion is being paid to the matter, but boiler, which requires so much more seve 
it must not be thought that the question water. I only make that observation by wall 
can be solved by employing this particular the way. I now return to water-tube waht 
wood without considerable further experi- boilers generally. The small water-tube “sf 
ence and experiment. boiler was introduced, I think, as long with 
ago as 1885, and it has been applied since mar 
*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): to the destroyers and the torpedo boats, The 
Is it not true that the difficulty mostly and I doubt whether we could have diffe 
experienced is with regard to painting? — torpedo boat destroyers in the shape in bavi 
which we have them, with a speed of “wal 
Mr. GOSCHEN : That is one difficulty ; thirty knots, without the help of water- om 
there are other defects. There are tube boilers. But the attack is not — 
certain qualities in non-inflammable wood made upon the small water-tube boilers ; cen 
which, when it is brought into contact I think they are accepted with their = 
with screws and other ironwork which are merits and demerits, because, of course, fad 
required in fastening the wood, lead to as they have merits, so, too, they have won 
corrosion. But this is not so simple a demerits. We have now gone through “ 
question as it may at first sigkt appear. three or four stages with regard to the abe 
Now I approach a topic which attracts a machinery, and I may point out, as of thas 
great deal of interest, one which is very some historical interest, that precisely the vies 
technical indeed, and one with regard to same outery which is being raised now ans 
which I should like to give some explana- against water-tube boilers was raised ‘en 
tion and information to the House— against triple-expansion machinery before ioe 
namely, the very controverted question of 1892. There wasa great prejudice against the 
water-tube boilers. Now, the experts in that form of boiler in the Navy, but it li 1 
this House and those who are initiated in was ultimately overcome. hil 
the matter will excuse me if on some ee 
points I seem to explain facts that are Sm  FORTESCUE FLANNERY vai 
known to experts, but which may not be (Yorkshire, Shipley): But there was no ans 
so well understood by the uninitiated. In breakdown at sea. wes 
the first instance, a great distinction is to the 
be drawn between two classes of water. Mr. GOSCHEN: I am coming to the aha 
tube boilers—the small water-tube boilers breakdown at sea, if the Committee will whe 
and the large water-tube boilers. The have patience. I will try to cover all von 
large water-tube boiler is generally repre- the ground, but I want the Committee to es 
sented by the Belleville and Niclausse realise what it means—and perhaps it has ii 
and some other types. ‘The small water- some bearing on the breakdown—to have pre 
tube boiler is represented by the Thorny- this greater steam pressure. In 1885 in es 
croft, the Normand, the Yarrow, and battleships and cruisers the steam pres- 185 
others. These two classes resemble each sure of the engines was 95 lb. In 1890 7 
other in some respects, and especially the pressure was 135 lb., and now in Lind 
in this, that they are both applied battleships we have gone up to 300 Ib. in pre 
‘to high pressure — very high pres- the boilers and 250 Ib. at the engines. on 
-sure—in all the ships of the class of That is to say that since 1885 we have jee 
~water-tube boilers. There is also a risen from 90 lb. to 250 Ib. as regards the 
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engines. The Committee will see, even 
those who understand nothing about 
steam, that if you have this enormous 
increase in steam pressure the machinery 
and all that is constructed to stand that 
pressure have to undergo a much fiercer 
test, if I may use the word, than they had 
to undergo in the old times. 


Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead): May I re- 
mind the right hon. Gentleman that 
they have that pressure in the mercantile 
marine ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I will come to the 
mercantile marine; I will endeavour to 
cover the hon. Gentleman’s argument, as 
well as those of my hon. friend ; but the 
subject is very technical, and 1 hope 
hon. Members will permit me to proceed 
without interruption. The mercantile 
marine has to do totally different work. 
The ships of the mercantile marine have a 
different programme to carry out. They 
have to do work which the men-of-war 
have not to do, and the men-of-war have to 
do work which the mercantile marine 
have not todo, The.mercantile marine 
can build their engines without regard to 
a protected deck, below which the 
engines must be kept and above which it 
would be dangerous to keep them. Men- 
of-war must compress their machinery 
into such space and weight as will enable 
them to carry armour and guns, and they 
must reduce all this not only with refer- 
ence to the construction of boilers, but 
.also with reference to machinery which has 
to stand the great pressure of 250 1b. at 
the engines and 300 Ib. in the boilers. 
If the genius of our engineers and the 
ability of our manufacturers by degrees, 
working by experience, sometimes by 
rather painful experience, show that they 
are able to create machinery and to 
create all the auxiliary appurtenances to 
the machinery to stand this test, and 
also to give lighter machinery—because 
that is the point—they will have made 
you more efficient men-of-war, and will 
have enabled you to compete better with 
the ships of foreign nations. That is the 
preliminary answer which I give to my 
hon. friend opposite. In torpedo boats in 
1885 the pressure was 130 lb. to 150 Ib. 
In destroyers in 1895 it was 225 lb. The 
Committee will see, therefore, that the 
pressure applied has risen, and it will be 
seen by a careful study of the sub- 


ject that the main difficulties are not 
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in the boilers. The main difficulties 
have been in the engines and in the 
auxiliary appliances of the ship, and the 
steam pipes especially, with their present 
enormous length. The difficulties have 
been to get a perfect system which will 
endure this high pressure. Then as 
regards revolutions. In 1885 the revolu- 
tions were seventy-five to eighty-five. 
Now, in 1900, they are 110. The greatest 
differences, of course, are in the smaller 
ships. The smaller cruisers had 110 revolu- 
tions, and they have now gone up to 185, 
the third-class cruisers to 250 ; in torpedo 
gunboats they have gone up to 370, and 
in torpedo boat destroyers to 380 and 400 
revolutions. I ask the Committee to con- 
sider for a moment these figures, and to see 
what it means to have these 400 revolu- 
tions in a minute, as is done in the torpedo 
boat destroyers. There are defects con- 
tinually, and no doubt sometimes those 
defects are made to reflect on the Belleville 
boilers. Now I must pass rapidly over the 
torpedo boat destroyers. The pace is so 
tremendous, the revolutions are so many, 
and the pressure is so high, that certain 
defects are expected. We take that into 
account in the number of destroyers that 
we order, and that we arrange for employ- 
ment in time of war. We say, “ We have 
100 destroyers; and there will be a 
certain proportion of them in need of 
repair.” But a torpedo-boat destroyer is 
always employed near a base; and we 
are now arranging to have repairing ships 
for all the groups of destroyers, able to 
carry out the repairs in case of small 
accidents to the machinery without 
having recourse to the dockyards them- 
selves. The small water-tube boilers are 
always put into the destroyers and into 
some of the third-class cruisers. In 
France they have put the small water- 
tube boilers into some of their very large 
cruisers; but it is strongly held at the 
Admiralty—though experience may show 
this to be wrong—that the smali tube 
boilers have a shorter life than the large 
tube boilers ; and, therefore, where you 
can use the latter, it is wiser. Mr, 
Yarrow is hard at work on the whole 
subject, and it may ultimately be proved 
that these boilers have a longer life than 
we can at present assign to them ; but, of 
course, the life of a boiler must be taken 
into consideration. As to the Belleville 
boilers, they were first introduced into 
the British Navy in the “Sharpshooter.” 
They were tried there, and having been 
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successful, the’ Admiralty of the day 
apphed them to the “Powerful” and the | 
“Terrible.” The “Sharpshooter” is a 
vessel of about 730 tons, and the “ Power- 

ful” and “ Terrible ” are vessels of 14,000 
tons. I well remember the argument | 


{COMMONS} 


ing to meet the defects as they arise, [ 
go ) back for one moment to the question 
‘of the “ Sharpshooter ” and the “ Power- 
ful.” The “Powerful” had forty- -eight 
boilers, and the “Sharpshooter” had 
eight. Iwill not say that the boilers of 


used at that time, and it is a very in-| the “Powerful” were absolutely a repe- 


teresting point in connection with water- | 
tube boilers. The water-tube boilers are 
much smaller than the cylindrical boilers | 
in this respect : that where, in a battle-| 
ship, you have eight cylindrical boilers 
you have twenty water-tube boilers. 
The result is that, if 
wrong with one 
case of water-tube boilers only one- | 
twentieth of the boiler-power is out of | 
action ; while in the case of the cylindrical 
boilers one-eighth is out of action. In 
the water tube type you distribute the | 
risks over a much wider area, and the 
accident is smaller in extent. There is 
this further advantage-—that you can 
repair the water-tube much more easily 
than the cylindrical boiler. When you 
have a protected deck it is a very different 
thing repairing a water-tube boiler from 
lifting up your deck to get at a cylindrical 
boiler which represents one-eighth of the 
whole boiler power. It may fairly be 
admitted, even by the opponents of the 
water-tube boilers, that that is one of 
their advantages. They are easier of | 
access and easier of repair, and the risks | 
are distributed over a larger area. The | 
defects of the water-tube boilers are 
alleged by their opponents to be 
that they are less reliable and | 
more exposed to develop defects. The 
question is, Are these defects inherent or 
are they remediable ? It must be acknow 

ledged that there are defects, though they 
have been exaggerated. If they are | 
irremediable, then we must abandon the | 
water-tube boilers. But if they are 
remediable, and if experience shows month | 
by month that you can deal with them ; 

and if other experience shows that fre- | 
quently these defects have been overcome ; 
then it would be folly to sacrifice the clear | 
advantages of the water-tube boilers be- 
cause you have given up too soon the task | 
of remedying temporary and not inherent | 
defects, due to inexperience. ‘That is a | 
fair statement of the issue between the 
two sides. Our position is that the defects | 





anything goes | 
boiler, in the} 


‘tition of those in the “ Sharpshooter” ; 

| but they were only one-third larger ; and, 
therefore, if you had seen the working of 
the boilers in the “ Sharpshooter” you 


| could form a very good opinion of the 


working of the “ Powerful’s forty-eight 
boilers. There was one element at the 
time, perhaps, which was not sufficiently 
considered in the very great stride that 
had been made ; and that is an element 
which is facing us continually in all this 
difficult question—namely, the human 


element. The supervision of forty-eight 
boilers is a much greater task than the 


supervision of eight | boilers, even after you 
have multiplied the number of engineers 
in proportion. The advance was very 
rapid; and I think it will be found 
that the defects are -not inherent 
in the “Powerful” and subsequent 
ships. But there has been difficulty in 
the insufficient early training of the 
engineers, stokers, and engine-room arti- 
ficers in their new and more complicated 
occupations. Perhaps the advance we 
made was too rapid; but we had to 
choose between that and the sacrifice of 
the additional speed and additional gun- 
power which the water-tube boiler gives ; 
while it was pretty certain that with the 
genius of English engineers and the re- 
source of English stokers the initial diffi- 
culties of training would be overcome, as 
we believe that it is being, and as we 
know that it has been toa large extent 
elsewhere. The “Powerful” and_ the 
“Terrible” were completed, and the 
“Powerful” was put into commission. 
Some hon. Members and a portion of the 
press are accustomed to speak of the 
“Powerful” as “the lame duck.” I am 
afraid that it is the same with a ship as 
with a woman—once damage her reputa- 
tion and she will never recover it. 
The “Powerful’s” reputation has been 
/damaged not by any accident to her 
| boilers, not by anything remotely 


prone with her water-tube boilers, 


but by a breakdown at Mauritius 


are remediable; that they have been in part | and Colombo, due to the heating of her 


remedied, and are being further remedied, | | 
and we must attempt to secure the advan- 
tages of water-tube boilers by endeavour- 


Mr. Goschen. 





auxiliary machinery. 
Colombo her officers declared that their 


main engines and to some defects i in her 
When she reached 
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only regret was that “some inconsequent | 
man in ‘the House of Commons” had de- 
clared the accident to be due to the water- 
tube boilers. When the “Powerful” 
arrived at Hong Kong there were 
lamentable descriptions of her sent home. 
But she had been the finest ship and the 
fastest ship, and she had done the fastest 
trips on the China Station of any vessel 
in the service. The “ Powerful” on the 
China Station did extremely well. One 
of the great drawbacks which has to be 
dealt with is the high coal consumption. 
She had no economisers. But apart from 
that she did admirably. From 
Kong to Manila she steamed for four 
hours at 20°3 knots, and for twenty- 
three hours at nearly 20 knots ; and no 
cylindrical boiler ship has ever done such 
arun on commission. From Hong Kong 
to Yokohama she steamed for four hours 
at more than 20 knots; and in the 
Channel and the Atlantic, for sixty hours, 
at three-fifths of her power, 15,000-horse 
power, she steamed at 19-6 knots. A ship 
that can do 19°6 knots with three-fifths 


of her power, is a very good ship, 
and need not be called a “lame 
duck.” The defects stated at the 


time of these trials were sinall defects. 
It is unfair to expect water-tube boilers 
to perform feats which they were never 
asked to perform. I do not know whether 
Tought to speak at such length, but I 
have felt the impertance of this question 
as being one of the greatest responsibility 
to the First Lord. These are some of the 
advantages claimed for the water-tube 
boiler—greater speed, greater power of 
getting up speed quickly, lighter weight, 
and smaller space. This last point is 
disputed, but there is claimed for them 
generally greater speed on smaller di- 
mensions, which allows of more guns or 
heavier guns. These advantages are 
scarcely denied to the water-tube boilers 
except by extreme opponents, but it is 
argued that these boilers are exposed 
to defects to which the others 
are not exposed. That is the general 
charge that is brought against them. If 
anyone has studied the Paper circulated 
or the accidents which have taken place 
they will have seen the many directions 
in which these defects have occurred, 
and that in comparative proportion those 
which have occurred in the boilers as 
compared with those in the engines and 
in the steam pipes connected with the 
engines are very few. I call attention to 
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disappointment must have taken place. 


‘ally going on. 
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the last table in the Memorandum circu- 
lated, where it is shown that only thirty- 
eight tubes out of the thousands enumer- 
ated there have burst since the accident 
in the “Terrible.” Side by side with 
this increased pressure to which I have 
referred, side by side with this more 
complicated arrangement, there has been 
an enormous, in some respects a regret- 
table but unavoidable, increase in all the 
auxiliary machinery of ships. There are 
auxiliary engines for the working of the 
capstan, motors, electric light, and re- 
frigerators. All these engines are put 
in different parts of the ship connected 
with steam pipes all along, and with 
this enormous length of steam piping 
you have a high pressure operating on 
the joints of those pipes ; and the diffi- 
culty arises as much from the multiplica- 
tion of the machinery as from any prin- 
ciple affecting the boiler, and it is in that 
direction you must endeavour to find 
some solution. But the defects are not, 
as we believe, important defects. There 
has been one important breakdown 
enumerated in the Memorandum, the 
“ Hermes.” Apart from that, the class of 
breakdowns generally are with reference to 
some of the minorarrangements of the ship. 
All these are brought forward, but what 
is not brought forward are the successful 
runs of the ship. We have got a certain 
number of ships in commission, among 
them the ‘“ Andromeda,” the ‘ Niobe,” 
and the “ Diadem.” All these ships are 
doing most excellent work. Then you 
have the “ Arrogant ” and the “ Furious ” ; 
they have made excellent runs. There is 
one ship which has been a disappointment, 
the “Europa.” A curious thing is this, 
that the “ Europa” is a sister ship to the 
“Andromeda,” the “Niobe,” and the 
“Diadem.” That the “ Europa” is not 
doing well proves that there must be 
something in her arrangements not yet 
discovered, but it is not in the system of 
boilers, if it were yon would find the same 
defects in the other ships ; it is in the 
management of leaks in unsuspected 
places or defects of that kind where the 


It is very much the same with the 
“Hermes” and the “Highflyer.” All 
these things require most careful exami- 
nation, and that examination is continu- 
I claim that we have 


i 
‘never tried to hide our difficu'ties in the 


experiments we 


curtailed the 
We have 


have never 


least ° We 
have made. 
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increased the trials of our ships in every | like the French and the United States, 


way, and we have made special trials. We | 
are not thinking of damaging our case ; 

we are seeking to get to the bottom of the 
question of water-tube boilers and testing 
theminevery possible way. The per: sonnelot 
the Fleet has increased at solargearate that 
it has been impossible to give that full 
training to the younger men we should 
like. There are a number of engineers 
and stokers who have not had experi- 
ence on water-tube boiler ships, but we 
are not going to shrink from putting 
water-tube boilers into commission, not 
only with the object of seeing whether 
they have those defects, but also in order 
to accustom as many engineers and stokers 
as possible to the use of those boilers, of 
which we have so many in the Navy. I 
have quoted the case of the “ Powerful.” 
Here are some special trials of the Belle- 
ville boilers. The ‘‘Diadem,” from Gib- 
raltar to the Nore in 1898, ran 1,330 
miles at a speed of 19°27 knots. That is 
an extremely good run. The “ Andro- 
meda,” from Gibraltar to Malta, 891 
miles, attained a speed of 19:1 knots, 
using four-fifths of her power only. On 
a recent occasion the Mediterranean 
Squadron steamed a distance of 800 miles, 


from Gibraltar to Aranci Bay. The 
“Ocean,” with the water-tube boilers, 
steamed 790 miles at four-fifths n.d 


power, at 16°9 knots, and beat the “ Re 

nown,” the next fastest of the ships in 
the Mediterranean Squadron, by one knot, 
and other battleships by from 1-9 to 2°79 
knots. The “Ocean,” with the water- 
tube boilers, is the fastest ship on 
the Mediterranean station. I should 
like to clear up one point which 
is continually raised by hon. Members. I 
revert again to the question of defects. 
Are they remediable or irremediable ? 
What is the experience of other countries? 
Iam told thai there are hon. Members 
who have given an indirect warning by 
conveying that if there is one argument 
to which they would not listen with 
patience it would be that the British 
Navy could learn anything from foreign 
navies, or that their experience would be 


| 


in any way a guide to the experience of | 


this country. 


bers who think, and I have seen it stated | 


in the press within the last few days, that | 


we were going to introduce a fad of the 
French Navy. I remind those who are 
so chary of allowing us to look into the 


doings of other countries, some of which, | 


Mr. Goschen. 





There are other hon. Mem- | 


have a very great reputation for engineer. 
ing, that in the case of the breechloader 
and the muzzleloader the same kind of 
language was used with regard to the in- 
troduction of French fashions. I remem. 
ber the struggle there was in order to 


intreduce the breechloader into the 
Navy. What is the result? The 
French got the start of us and 


they have kept it. Again, as to iron- 
clads, the French were the first to use 
armour. Thus I sweep away the idea 
that we can learn nothing from other 
countries. It is a dangerous theory, and 
it betrays a wrong insular pride and an 
insular danger. How do we stand as to 
France ? They introduced some time 
ago, and while we were experimenting 
carefully, the water-tube boilers into all 
their battleships. In the whole of their 
fine Mediterranean squadron, _ their 
northern squadron, their combined 
squadron, I do not think there is a single 
ship in that fleet which has cylindrical 
boilers. How do we know that they 
answer? They have been seen. Some of 
these ships have been seen for six years, 
It is our business at the Admiralty to 
know what the French ships are doing, 
as it is the business of the French 
Admiralty to know what we are doing. 
We know the degree with which they are 
satisfied with their boilers, and here is a 
test: they are re-boilering all their old 
ships that had cylindrical boilers ; as fast 


as they can prepare them, they are 
putting in water-tube boilers. Why! 


Because they find the water-tube boiler 
has been a success and answers the pur- 
pose for which they designed it ; because 
they think they have overcome many 
defects which are due to the training not 
being sufficient, and because also they 
think the advantages to be gained are so 
great that they are bound to proceed. 
So much for the promise. I feel sure 
that the House will see that we should be 
wrong if we brushed away the whole 
facts. The French First Lord of the 
Admiralty claims that their Mediterranean 
fleet is a: knot faster than ours; and we 
cannot deny that the French ships are 
somewhat faster than ours; but I hope 
that with the “Ocean” and her sister 
ships we shall more than make up this 
lee-way. I say we are bound to take 
into consideration the fact that the United 
States, Russia, Japan, all those nations 
which are now developing their navies so 
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earnestly, are without hesitation adopting 
water-tube boilers. They have not only 
geen our example, but the criticisms 
directed against the defects and the 
break-downs of those boilers—they have 
seen all that, yet, nevertheless, they are 
going forward with water-tube boilers, 
and now every ship in the United States 
Navy is having water-tube boilers put 
into it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Belleville boilers ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I am arguing the 
question of water-tube boilers versus 
cylindrical boilers. Before I sit down I 
shall deal with the question of the Belle- 
ville boilers. It is more desirable to have 
one type of boilers than several. We 
have, however, experimented with an- 
other type of water-tube boiler than the 
Belleville. The experiment has been 
successful, and we intend to put one into 
a large cruiser, and I hope that will be 
satisfactory. I have more plausible 
opponents than the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn who say that the whole 
system of water-tube boilers is wrong ; 
and it is against them that I have been in 
(entirely friendly) controversy to-night. 
Now, this is what the Chief Engineer of 
the United States says on the subject— 

“The fact that the water-tube boilers raise 
steam quickly is of the greatest advantage. 
[have stated elsewhere that I consider the 
battle of Santiago to have developed the 
necessity of the use of water-tube boilers, 
whether it taught us anything else or not.”’ 
That is pretty strong. What they have 
seen in actual war has convinced them 
firmly of the advantages of water-tube 
boilers. And again— 

“Tt would have been the greatest advantage 
tohave had during the blockade of Santiago 
boilers capable of raising steam in less than 
half an hour.” 


In another passage he says— 

“In the meantime, all that I can have to 
say is that the use of water-tube boilers has 
been definitely decided for our naval vessels, 
because water-tube boilers give tactical ad- 
vantages of great moment, and because with 
care in tlie selection, manufacture, and 
management of water-tube boilers, their dis- 
advantages may be neutralised.” 


That is precisely the position we take up. 
I do not disguise the disadvantages, but 
we believe they can be neutralised, and 
will gradually be neutralised. I have 
said something with reference to the 
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mercantile marine. It must be remem- 
bered that the mercantile marine steamers 
have perfectly different functions to per- 
form to those of the Royal Navy. The 
former go from one port to another con- 
tinuously steaming the whole time, 
whether at the maximum or it may be 
with something in hand, I am not pre- 
pared to say ; but, at all events, their 
object is to go as fast as possible from one 
place to another. Their success depends 
upon their speed, and the coal consump- 
tion and other considerations of that kind 
are absent from their mind. 


Mr. ALLAN: No. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I am afraid I have 
not expressed myself accurately ; but, at 
all events, what they have got to arrive 
at is that they shall have the reputation 
of being the fastest steamer from port to 
port. Their length does not much matter ; 
they know exactly the docks to which 
they go and the docks to which they will 
go back; and, as a parenthesis, let me 
say that after every voyage they have 
their machinery examined and _ little 
repairs put to rights before they start on 
their next voyage. Men-of-war, on the 
other hand, are away sometimes for a year, 
and their artificers must do the best they 
can to make good such defects as occur 
in all steamships. It seems to be supposed 
in some quarters that the one thing for a 
man-of-war is to try and get an extra knot 
at full speed. Here is a curious fact. It 
will startle hon. Members to know that 
the difference in speed of the “ Powerful” 
between 18,000 horse-power and 25,000 
horse-power is 1‘2 of a knot, or say 1} 
knots. To put on extra pressure to 
the extent of 7,000 horse-power for the 
sake of one extra knot and a quarter, 
when you are cruising from one port to 
another without any particular purpose, 
would surely not be common sense, and 
our Admirals do not do it, except, it may 
be, for purposes of experiment. I will 
show the conditions under which Her 
Majesty’s Navy generally cruise. Accord- 
ing to the Queen’s Regulations the follow- 
ing is the classification of the speeds to be 
used on different occasions with natural 
draught— 

“ With all despatch, four-fifths power; with 
despatch, three-fifths power; with ordinary 
despatch, two-fifths power; and for ordinary 
steaming, one-fifth power. Air pressure and 
four-fifths power are only to be used in cases 
of great urgency.” 


I 2 
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ful” “crawling home,” her commander is, 
in fact, simply obeying the Queen’s Regula- 
tions. I might dilate on the subject of the 
mercantile marine not adopting water-tube 
boilers ; but I prefer not to do so, for I 
am afraid I have already almost ex- 
hausted the patience of the House-— 
[Hon. MemBers. No, no.]|—I know 
that whatever I say to-night will not have 
the effect of allaying the public uneasi- 
ness. Partly on account of breaks-down, 
due to numerous small defects, the small- 
ness of which cannot be appreciated by 
people generally, but defects which hon. 
Members by eloquent speeches know how 
to magnify, a feeling of uneasiness has 
been created in the public mind. I re- 
cognise that the House and the country 
have with unstinted liberality given the 
Admiralty all they have asked for in 
money, and besides that, they have given 
that which has been valuable to us— 
namely, their confidence generally. I 
recognise that with frankness ; and seeing 
that the country has done this, and seeing 
that from many quarters not hostile to 
water-tube boilers, but friendly and 
sympathetic quarters, it has been urged 
upon me that the country would like to 
have what they call an impartial verdict 
on the water-tube boiler, I will consent to 
aninquiry by aCommittee into the subject. 
I consent to it with some reluctance, and 
I will tell the Committee why. It dis- 
turbs a Department terribly when in the 
full pressure of their business, with the 
vast amount of work connected with the 
Navy to do, with so many ships in com- 
mission and under construction, with all 
the new inventions and appliances, new 
gun-mountings, new hydraulic arrange- 
ments, new electric arrangements, being 
forced upon them from day to day, which 
must be examined and which cannot be 
left entirely to subordinates, but which 
must pass under the review of those who 
are responsible to the Board of Admiralty 
and the country generally—it is, 1 say, a 
terrible thing when fora long period they 
have their time occupied with a Com- 
mittee sitting at the Admiralty, looking 
up the whole facts and making good their 
defence. It would be only human if a 
great portion of their energy and power 
were absorbed and hampered by the 
sitting of such a Committee. I have 
thought over that and how it could be 
avoided. I do not know that I can 
succeed in avoiding it entirely, but what 


Mr. Goschen. 


{COMMONS} 
When hon. Members talk of the “ Power- | 
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we want is a practical examination of 
the water-tube boiler in actual operation, 
I believe, for my own part, the public 
and this House of Commons will be more 
satisfied if they had actually seen the 
water-tube boiler in operation than they 
would be from the Reports of a Com. 
mittee, which necessarily in a Committee of 
this kind must go largely into little details, 
It is entirely a question of petty details, 
and I wish to give the Committee every 
means of satisfying themselves as to the 
efficiency of the boilers and the class of 
defects which occur and the means 
applied to remedy them. What I believe 
would best meet the case would be a 
Committee on which practical and _sea- 
going engineers — outside engineers — 
should be largely represented. It should 
be part of their functions actually to go 
to sea in some water-tube boiler ships 
and examine the question on board ship, 
both on trial runs and under service con- 
ditions. The Committee should also visit 
some ships in reserve in dockyards, and 
study the scientific or theoretical as well 
as the practical side of the question. 
The “ Europa” is one of the ships which 
I will place at the disposal of the Com- 
mittee for investigation. She has all 
these defects, and I should be prepared 
that they should investigate the whole 
system of the ship and tell us what is 
wrong with that ship, as against her 
sister ship, which has none of these 
defects. They should also see the 
“ Hyacinth.” They can see the “ Sharp- 
shooter,” with the Belleisle boilers, the 
“Sheldrake,” with the Babcock and 
Wilcox, and the “Seagull,” with the 
Niclausse boilers—three ships which we 
propose to use for extra naval purposes 
and for the training of stokers. They 
can also see the two ships in commission 
with the Channel Squadron — the 
“ Diadem ” and the “Pelorus.” I think 
it will be recognised that a Committee, 
all of whose members, of course, would 
not be prepared to undertake duties of 
that kind, but a Committee on which men 
would sit who would have this practical 
experience, would be a means by which 
the House and the country might assure 
themselves either of the efficiency of the 
boilers or of the remediable or irremedi- 
able character of the defects. I hope 
hon. Members will consent to the appoint- 
ment of a Committee, which will have the 
same opportunity as other Committees 
have of calling witnesses on points which 
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may arise in the investigation of the 
ships. I think I have made a proposal 
which will commend itself to those who 
wish for a practical examination of this 
complicated subject. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I rise at once to 
express what I am sure is the general 
feeling of hon. Members—a feeling of 
congratulation towards the right hon. 
Gentleman on the decision at which he 
has arrived. The announcement which 
he has made, that the Admiralty, while 
adhering to their opinion on the main 
question, so far as their experience has 
gone, and while maintaining that there 
has been no rashness or want of adminis- 
tration, are willing and anxious that the 
mind of the country should be satisfied on 
the subject, and that an inquiry of the 
kind which he has indicated should be 
made, will, I think, give great satisfaction 
inall quarters. The mind of the country 
has been greatly exercised on the subject. 
It is no reflection whatever on either one 
side of the House or the other, and for 
my part [ have been anxious for very 
many years in connection with naval or 
military matters not to lend myself to 
anything which would bring either of 
those great services into the sphere of 
political and partisan recrimination. I 
think [ can commend the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Admiralty for having pursued that policy 
whilst he has occupied his present position. 
This has not always been the practice of 
Boards of Admiralty ; there has been 
rather a disposition to make out what 
great men we, the existing Board, are, 
and what poor creatures those were who 
had gone before. I have never seen any 
trace of that spirit in the right hon. 
Gentleman. Therefore, it is only carry- 
ing out the spirit which he has intro- 
duced into these debates to say that 
there is nothing in this matter which 
leads in the direction of party recrimina- 
tion or feeling. Nor is any censure or 
criticism involved of the conduct of the 
Admiralty itself. I trust the right hon. 
Gentleman and his colleagues at the 
Admiralty will understand that if I and 
others get up here and say it is a relief 
that there is to be an inquiry, it is 
not that we have any doubt of the 
skill and wisdom—so far as mortals 
can speak with certainty of their wisdom 
—of the right hon. Gentleman and the 
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Board, but that we feel that it is most 
desirable that there should not be this 
uneasy feeling in the country. Sometimes 
it is almost as harmful that there should 
be a suspicion of there being something 
wrong as that there should be something 
wrong. It is of great importance, when 
the country is so anxious to support the 
Department in this great matter of 
national defence, that the Department 
should do everything in their power to 
secure the real confidence of the country. 
Here is a new departure which is taking 
place in the propelling machinery of the 
ships of the Navy. ‘Tremendous experi- 
ments are taking place; no doubt some 
will say it has placed a large portion of 
our fleet in a very unsatisfactory condi- 
tion, whilst others would say that if 
we do not adopt this new system we 
shall be behind the world in efficiency ; 
but in whichever of these views the truth 
lies, or whether it lies between them, it 
is most desirable that we should know from 
outside, impartial, and expert testimony 
how the matter stands. I am certain 
that there will be in the country, as there 
is within this House to-night, a feeling of 
intense satisfaction and relief that the 
right hon. Gentleman, with great public 
spirit, not minding the appearance of any 
little triumph for himself, nor caring 
whether his reputation as a Minister is 
enhanced or not by the result, is desirous 
of doing what is right by making inquiry 
into the matter in this impartial way. 
3y that I believe he will have done much, 
not only to improve in the end the con- 
dition of the Navy, but to improve and 
strengthen the confidence possessed by the 
country in the Board of Admiralty and in 
the Navy itself. 


Sirk FORTESCUE FLANNERY: The 
House always welcomes invitations of 
this kind from the right hon. Gentleman, 
and it welcomes the candour with which 
he has dealt with this question of the 
water-tube boilers. This question of 
water-tube boilers has been dealt with by 
successive Admiralty administrations. It 
first originated in a practical form in the 
administration of which the right hon. 
Member for Clitheroe was the Secretary,and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean the Civil Lord, and that 
being so, I should like to emphasise in the 
strongest manner the statement thrown 
out by the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
that there is no party feeling in this 
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matter. 
attention for one hour and a_ half 
to a most lucid statement from the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, but the Committee 
must have been reminded whilst listening 
to his speech of two modern phrases— 
“the old Parliamentary hand,” and the 
Chinese observation, “Saving one’s face.” 
From one end to the other of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech he attempted, 
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Admiralty in regard to much ; but there is 
one part of his speech in which I venture 
to think he has not made good all that he 
has claimed for the Admiralty or himself. 
I refer to the spending of money that has 
been voted by this House from time to 
time for ships. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said when introducing the Naval 
Estimates early in the session that there 
had been a failure on the part of contrac- 
tors to earn instalments that would other- 
wise have been due to them. The right 
hon. Gentleman said in the early part of 
the session that the intention was to spend 
that money still, if contractors were found 
who were willing. to undertake the duty 
of constructing the vessels; but the 
armour, hulls, and propelling machinery 
could not be obtained within reasonable 
time for delivery from the manufacturers, 
so that the Administration were restricted 
in the proposal that they made to the 
House. Now, what happened after that 
was that, in consequence of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s statement, certain large firms 
of the highest possible standing publicly 
offered to assist in making up the arrears 
of naval construction. One of these firms 
was Armstrong, Whitworth, and Co. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: That firm does not 
produce its own armour, and can only get 
it from those firms which are not able to 
produce sufficient to meet the present 
requirements of the Admiralty. 


Sm FORTESCUE FLANNERY: Can | 
it be said that ships cannot be produced 
when such a firm as Armstrong, Whit- | 
worth, and Company have no Admiralty | 
contract at the present time ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Oh, yes ; they have. 
Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: Yes, 
they have some contracts, but they have 


| 

| 

i 

| 

P | 

no contracts for ships. | 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I wish they had. 


Sir Fortescue Flannery 


{COMMONS} 
We have listened with rapt | 


has been said on the subject. 
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Mr. FORTESCUE FLANNERY: | 
wish they had too. If the firm of 
Armstrong, Whitworth, and Company 
have no contracts from the Admiralty for 
ships the Government ought not to be 
behind hand in getting delivery of ships, 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I beg my hon. friend’s 
pardon. How can they get materials for 


_the construction of ships unless they get 
and successfully, to save the face of the | 


them from the firms who are under con- 
tract tous? I am very anxious that this 
should be made clear, because so much 
They do 
not make their own materials, but if they 
were to undertake to build ships, being a 
strong and wealthy firm, they might offer 
to manufacturers higher prices than are 
paid by other shipbuilders. If they got 
the materials of other people it would be 
at the risk of delaying the delivery of 
ships built by other contractors. 


Str FORTESCUE FLANNERY : 
Surely my right friend is drawing unduly 
on the credulity of the House when he 
asks the House to believe that Armstrong, 
Whitworth and Company would publicly 
undertake to give delivery of ships within 
a certain time without inquiring and 
knowing beforehand whence they would 
get the materials to build those ships. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: How would they 
caicy it out? They could only carry it 
out by paying such handsome prices as 
would prevent sub-contractors from ful- 
filling their contracts to all other firms. 
There are only limited sources of material. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: I 
say that it is incredible that a firm of 
such standing as Armstrong, Whitworth, 
and Company have attained would take 
up the position either that they did not 


| know where to get materials or that they 


intended to outbid the contractors to the 
Admiralty for the materials obtainable in 
the market. May I remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that there are such persons as 
Admiralty overseers—men who are sent 


to attend every day in the works where 


work is going on, and who might be relied 
upon to absolutely prevent details such 
as Armstrong, Whitworth, and Company 
would purchase from having precedence 
over details already ordered by the Ad- 
miralty. I do not think, with every 
respect to the right hon. Gentleman, that 
his position is tenable. The illustration 
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of the picture which my right hon. friend | 
gave is one that fails at its very incep- | 
tion. The illustration fails in this, that it 
js not one picture, but a picture this 

ear and next year and the year after- 
wards that would be required. It is a 
series of ships that are required, and not 
one ship. ‘The facts are—and it is impos- 
sible to get away from them—that this 
House has voted money for the purpose 
of new construction of ships, and that, by 
the admission of my right hon. friend, 
that money has not been spent. Now, 
when a Supplementary Estimate is being 
introduced to the House, there is no sug- 
gestion of new ships as distinguished 
from small craft, and no attempt made to 
take advantage of the public offer of firms 
of importance to enter into contracts for 
vessels to make up the deficiency of the 
past year. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: These firms will 
have an opportunity of tendering for the 
six armoured cruisers that are to be put 
out to contract. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : Do 
I understand my right hon. friend to say 
that if vacancies still remain in the private 
yards, after these contracts have been 
taken up, the Admiralty will avail them- 
selves of the opportunity to make up 
some of the arrears of naval construc- 
tion ¢ 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Yes, if I could be 
convinced that in regard to the armour it 
would not interfere with the fulfilment of 
present contracts. 


Sir. FORTESCUE FLANNERY: I 
believe that Members of the House gener- 
ally are of opinion that these arrears 
of naval construction ought to be made 
up without any hesitation whatever. 
The necessity for naval construction has 
recently become more accentuated than 
ever. The German Parliament has 
passed a Bill for the increase of the Navy 
by a majority of two to one. Affairs in 
the far Kast are so far developing that 
one cannot tell what may be the ultimate 
necessity for naval preparations for this 
country. So long as the Admiralty give 
the assurance that the arrears and defects 
in connection with our administration in 
preparation for the Navy are not in any 
degree likely to be repeated, then I feel 
certain that the House will be satisfied. | 

| 
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There is some encouragement in the fact 
that the Admiralty have purchased six new 
torpedo boat destroyers. I believe the 
Admiralty have done most wisely in pur- 
chasing a vessel which has the enormously 
high speed of 36 knots—a vessel with an 
entirely new kind of machinery which 
engineers believe will develop intoa great 
and enormous improvement on anything 
that has gone before it. I come now to 
the question on which my right hon. 
friend laid the greatest stress in the 
course of his speech—the question of the 
boilers in Her Majesty’s fleet. If the 
Committee will bear with me I will very 
briefly remind them of the history of this 
question, and of the reason why boilers 
of the new type have been eagerly seized 
upon by the Admiralty. It is an axiom 
which any one can understand in the 
designing of a ship, that any saving of 
weight in the propelling machinery will 
have the effect of enabling either more 
coal to be carried for the purpose of pro- 
pulsion, or the taking on board of heavier 
guns and a larger quantity of ammuni- 
tion. On the other hand, if there is a 
saving of weight in the boilers, then 
machinery of larger power giving greater 
speed may be put into the vessel, and 
thicker armour may be employed. There 
had been, as the right hon. Gentleman 
stated, attempts made as early as 1885 
to lighten the boilers, and thereby to im- 
prove the performances of war ships. First 
of all an attempt was made to use the 
locomotive boiler. That was an abject 
failure. The failure was recognised 
quickly, and that type of boiler as applied 
to naval purposes was quickly withdrawn. 
Then came the era of the water-tube 
boiler, and the course adopted by the 
Admiralty was one with which no one 
could find fault. It would be interesting 
to recall the composition of the Commit- 
tee who some years ago recommended the 
adoption of the water-tube boiler in the 
first instance. There were the chief 
engineers of Lloyds, the Board of Trade, 
and the P. and VU. Company—all of them 
men of scientific attainment and capable 
of dealing with this question in a practical 
as well as a scientific way. The Com- 
mittee took evidence, and the members 
went to see what the new boiler might 
do. They reported in favour of a limited 
test of water-tube boilers in one vessel of 
small size, and the complaint that has 
been made in this House every year, when 
the Estimates have been discussed, is that 
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there has been no proper test of the en- 
durance of this new type of boiler, although 
ship after ship, time after time, has been 


every day one vessel or another at her 
highest speed of 20 knots, and that with. 
out any idea that the test of endurance 





fitted with these boilers. It is also com- | is too prolonged. I challenge my right 
plained that this change has been entirely | hon. friend to indicate in this Memo. 
carried out without any real attempt to | randum a single instance of a test of 
test the endurance at a high speed for a| endurance as long as in the case of 
long period. Considerable allusion has | those merchant steamers crossing the 
been made to the ‘ Powerful.” I ven-| Atlantic in the ordinary course of their 


tured to ask the right hon. Gentleman a} duty. If such a test had been made, and 
question recently as to the performances | the results had proved that vessels 
of the sister ship “Terrible” in carrying | with boilers of this type were 
troops. There was some difference| capable of prolonged — service at 


between my right hon. friend and myself 
upon the question of the length of the 
passage. | made it out from the news- 


paper reports to be five and a half or six | 


days, but my right hon. friend made it 
five days. 
days for 1,800 miles, that vessel, carry- 
ing troops, in circumstances of the 
greatest national emergency, 
speed of fifteen miles an hour from Hong- 
Kong to Ta-ku. Can it be said that a 
vessel that appears in the Navy Listas a 


twenty-two knot vessel was thus doing a | 


performance which was satisfactory to the 


Admiralty, or which ought to be 
satisfactory to the country? Whilst | 
our countrymen were immured in 
Peking to the imminent danger 


of their lives, the vessel carrying 
troops for their succour was not capable 


of going, or, at all events, did not go, at | 


the highest speed which is claimed for her 
by the Admiralty. 
we have not had some explanation of the 
passage—some accurate statement of the 
figures. If my figures are wrong, what 
are the correct figures? No doubt that is 
a matter that the new Committee will be 
able to deal with, but at present we are 


as much in the dark about it as when the | 


question was first brought before the 
attention of the House. My right hon. 
friend has drawn a parallel between the 
Royal Navy and the mercantile marine. 
He has suggested that the difference 
between the boilers in Her Majesty’s ships 


and the boilers of the mercantile marine | 
com- | 
com- | 


is so complete that no fair 
parison can be drawn. A fair 
parison is this—that never, in all 
the trials which are set forth in the 


Memorandum issued to the House three | 


days ago, was there a trial of endurance 
as regards length of passage with boilers 
of this type equal to what is ordinarily 
performed by vessels in the mercantile 


Assuming it to be five! 


made a/| 


I do not know why | 


' sea without breaking down, there would 

have been no necessity for this discussion, 
no necessity for the Memorandum which 
has been issued, and no necessity for the 
Committee which has at last been granted 
to investigate this question. I feel that 
acknowledgment should be made by the 
House to the right hon. Gentleman for 
this concession, which, as the Leader of 
the Opposition has said, is required to 
calm the uneasy feeling that undoubtedly 
exists throughout the country. But there 
is a claim in the Memorandum issued to 
the House which I feel certainly may be 
| premature. The Admiralty has had the 
effrontery to state that a total of sixty- 
one ships—first, second, and third class 
cruisers—would, if fitted with cylindrical 
boilers, have had at least a knot less speed 
than they now will have on account of 
the water-tube boilers. May I refer to 
the question of the weight of boilers of 
this character? What is the advantage 
of saving weight if the consumption 
of coal is greater, and if the weight 
‘of the water and coal combined 
is greater in the new type than in the 
old? Some of the figures that are stated 
'in the Memorandum are extremely inte- 
resting. A trial was made between the 
“Minerva” and the “ Highflyer the 
“ Highflyer” having water-tube boilers 
and the “ Minerva” cylindrical boilers. 
The figures are not fully stated in the 
Memorandum, and if I have made any 
mistakes perhaps I may be corrected. In 
the first trial —— 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Do you challenge the 
_ accuracy of the figures 4 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: What 
I say is that the figures are not given 
fully. Iam going to state the detailed 
figures of each particular run, and if the 


| 
| 
| 
| details I am giving are not accurate I 
8 


marine. We have in crossing the Atlantic | hope the right hon. Gentleman will give 
Sir Fortescue Flannery. 
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the correct figures. They are taken | 
from an engineering newspaper, and | 
are, I believe, correct. During the 
frst run of sixty hours at ten 
knots the ‘ Minerva” consumed 27 


per cent. less fuel than the “ High- 
flyer,” and at the end of the trial could 
have started for a voyage anywhere—to 
Australia or across the Atlantic. Imme- 
diately after the trial was concluded the 
“Highflyer,” with water-tube boilers, was 
five days under repair. All the artificers 
from the other ships of the fleet were 
reported to have been on board. There 
were two runs of sixty hours each at four- 
teen knots. The ‘ Minerva” had 380 
tons and the “Highflyer” 463 tons. 
Again, after these two trials, the “ High- 
flyer” was under repair for six days, 
while the ‘‘ Minerva,” after this test of 
endurance, was capable of proceeding to 
seaany Where she might besent. There were 
two other runs of thirty hours, each ship 
at full power, and again the “ Minerva” con- 
sumed much less coal than the“ Highflyer.” 
On these runs the “ Highflyer ” consumed 
18 per cent. more than the other vessel. 
Again, the “ Highflyer” received heavy 
repairs, While the “ Minerva” was ready 
for sea immediately after the trials were 
finished. If we find that ona run of sixty 
hours between these two sister ships the 
water-tube boilers consumed 100 tons 
more coal than the cylindrical boilers, the 
amount of weight claimed in the Memo- 
randum as being saved by the adoption of 
water-tube boilers is really not saved, 
and with such an enormous consumption of 
coal you reduce the fighting power of the 
ship. I venture to say that such vessels 
as the “ Hermes” area danger and a trap 
to the engineers who man them. — If [ 
may be excused for saying so, I regret 
very much to notice that in a recent 
answer to a question the suggestion 
was made that the court - martial 
on the “Hermes” had found that 
it was on account of the fault of the 
engineers that such a misfortune should 
happen in a ship as that which took 
place. The Admiralty say that the ship 
was helpless at mid-ocean, and had to be 
towed a long distance--1,600 or 1,800 
miles—to a port of refuge. From the 
inquiry it was found that the boilers were 
completely helpless. The suggestion was 


that the engineers had neglected to do 
their duty in the way of supplying these 
boilers with proper care and attention. I 
believe it would be found that the facts 
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are rather the reverse, and that the 
anxiety, overwork, and _ over-pressure 
arising from the necessary close attention 
to the delicate operations of these boilers 
actually drove the engineer into sickness 
and led to a mutiny amongst the stokers 
down below. British stokers will never 
hesitate to go into danger when it is 
necessary in the service of the country ; 
but when a danger is gratuitously put 
upon them by having to attend boilers 
which are continually giving out and 
causing explosions at the most unexpected 
times, the result will be, as in the case of 
the “ Hermes,” that insubordination will 
arise, necessitating a lieutenant to go 
down into the stokehole to maintain that 
discipline which the engineers have no 
power to keep because they are not 
executive officers. These are some of the 
facts which have aroused uneasiness in 
the country. I do not propose to enlarge 
upon these matters, because the whole 
object of the motion for the reduction of 
this Vote which I had the honour to place 
on the Paper some time ago has now been 
attained. Ido not believe that any of the 
hon. Gentlemen in this House who have 
been raising ditticulties and doubts about 
these boilers desire anything more than 
an impartial inquiry and __ proper 
tests of their endurance. ‘he criticism 
of hon. Members on both sides of the 
House has not been directed against any 
person at the Admiralty. They have 
been criticisms of a system. The right 
hon. Gentleman at the head of the Admi- 
ralty, in his remarkable speech this after- 
noon, has entered into all the details with 
great accuracy and in the most painstak- 
ing manner. This has occurred not on 
account of the want of engineering skill, 
but because of the system, and because of 
the inadequate staff which exists at the 
Admiralty to support Sir William White 
and Sir John Thurston. But when the 


Committee is appointed, let it not be in 


any degree a substitute for the necessary 
increase in the staff at the Admiralty. 
The Navy has been extended enormously 
in recent years, and the work that has 
been put upon the members of the 
scientific branch of the Admiralty has 
been outof proportion altogether to human 
endurance, or to what the Government hasé¢ 
right to expect from the men in that De- 
partment. I do not see that there is in 


this Supplementary Vote any suggestion 


of any increase in the Admiralty staff. 
That increase must come, whether in this 
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or succeeding years, and we must have 
not merely an increase in the personnel 
of the scientific branch, but we must have 
an increase in the number of engineers 
afloat. When that increase is made and 
when the personnel of the Fleet is im- 
proved by an addition of a number of the 
best engineers, my right hon. friend will 
find that his difficulty about water-tube 
boilers will rapidly disappear. Before I 
sit down I would like to refer in a sentence 
to the argument based on the adoption of 
water-tube boilers by foreign navies. I 
do not think my right hon. friend has been 
fairly accused this afternoon of not being 
willing to profit by the example of foreign 
fleets. By all means let us obtain the in- 
formation from wherever it is possible to 
obtain it. When it is suggested that any 
portion of our Fleet is in a parlous state it 
should be remembered that it is no answer 
to say that foreign navies with whom we 
have to fight are in an equally parlous 
state. That is no argument at 
all. We must have the very best that 
can be obtained, both in men and material. 
I believe the course which the right hon. 
Gentleman has taken will give general 
satisfaction, and will increase largely the 
confidence of the country in the adminis- 
tration which he guides so patiently and 
so successfully. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The hon. 
Member who has just sat down was 
allowed by you, Mr. Lowther, to touch 
very briefly a point which was 
touched upon by the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, and which appears to me_ to 
have a most essential bearing upon the 
question of water-tube boilers, which has 
been submitted to the House. Upon that 
question I do not feel myself competent to 
offer an opinion, for it is a highly technical 
subject, but having read nearly every- 
thing which is sufficiently non-technical 
which has been written upon this subject, 
I am convinced that what the First Lord 
of the Admiralty called the human ele- 
ment plays a very large part indeed in 
connection with it. While hitherto I have 
hesitated to accept the view upon this 
question of the hon. Member for Gates- 
head, I am convinced that he has proved 
the other side of the case, which we are 
not in order in discussing now, namely, 
that the human element plays an enor- 
mous part in the matter, and that you 
are not dealing out fair treatment 
to any of your boilers unless you increase 
Sir Fortescue Flannery, 
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the number and efficiency of the men in 
your engine-room and strengthen your 
engineering department. There was one 
observation in the First Lord’s speech as 
to which I should like to saya word. The 
right hon. Gentleman dealt with the 
experiments which had been made with 
non-combustible wood. He stated that 
we had no evidence that during the 
destruction by fire of the Spanish and 
Chinese ships the decks had been left 
flooded with water. That was contrary 
to the official information which had been 
given inthe United States. The American 
reports which I have seen upon this sub- 
ject do state that a fire occurred both in 
the Chinese and their own war in cases 
in which the decks were flooded, and I 
think it is necessary to diminish the 
amount of wood to an extent to which 
we have not yet aimed. That is all I 
wish to say upon this subject. I now 
turn for a few minutes to what I confess 
seems to me to be the most important 
portion of the speech to which the House 
has listened with so much _ interest, 
and that is what the right hon. 
Gentleman has told us about his 
programme, which really constitutes his 
revised programme, for the present year. 
The state of things which was alluded to 
just now by the hon. Member for the 
Shipley Division is one in which I associate 
myself with the general views expressed 
by my hon. friend without adopting his 
particular arithmetic. The importance of 
the subject is as great as any question 
that can possibly be brought before this 
Committee or before this House. The 
Prime Minister has made a statement as 
to the position of che country, and he has 
recommended the country to adopt a new 
and extraordinary means of defence by 
establishing rifle clubs. I think this 
danger is entirely covered by a proper 
programme in regard to the British Fleet. 
The vast majority of the people of this 
country deny the possibility of dealing 
with the dangers which the Prime 
Minister has pointed out as the natural 
fate of a maritime power—and which he 
described as “a blow directed against the 
heart’”—by* means of rifle clubs. We 
believe in naval means of meeting the 
dangers ; and the programme of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty kas been 
criticised as being an insufficient naval 
programme in face of the dangers. The 
Prime Minister says what all of us 
feel, that at some period a coalition of 
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Powers may be formed against us. He 
may have exaggerated the danger, but I 
wish to point out that at the beginning of 
this session the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty was criticised for the manner in 
which he has allowed his performances 
year by year to fall below his programme. 
The reasons given in February last by the 
right hon. Gentleman for the performance 
falling short of his programme were de- 
ficiencies in propelling machinery and 
in armour. I think we ought to keep 
before our eyes the reason which is given 
to this House for falling short in the pro- 
gramme which was considered absolutely 
necessary for the safety of the country. 
Earlier in the session the First Lord of the 
Admiralty replied to the hon. Member 
for Chester ; dealing with those questions 
to-night, he spoke of them as an absurd 
charge against the Admiralty that their 
arrears from year to year should be added 
together. We know what the point is. 
Year by year we have been told that the 
sum of money asked for is the least that 
the Admiralty can safely do with, and 
yet we have always fallen short in that 
expenditure, and we have continued to 
fall short year by year. In the year 
1898 there was a very great arrear, and 
in March, 1899, alluding to that arrear, 
the First Lord of the Admiralty said 
that— 

“The programme is the lowest which can 
be justified by the existing expenditure on 
shipbuilding of other Powers.” 

It is a serious thing, however you put it, 
arithmetic or no arithmetic, when 
admittedly we cannot complete a_pro- 
gramme which is described in language 
of that kind. That is an admitted and 
acknowledged fact, and the reasons given 
for this falling short are difficulties with 
regard to the contractors. The right hon. 
Gentleman gave the same rezson in 
February last, and he used the same 
phrase as last year. This year we have got 
into arrear again, and the reason given 
is that there have been deficiencies in the 
supply of armour and propelling machinery. 
To-night the First Lord of the Admiralty 
has said that we cannot spend the money 
if the contractors do not earn it, and the 
“contractors cannot do more.” That is 
practically a statement to this Committee 
to the effect that the resources of this 
country are insufficient to supply the 
armour and the propelling machinery 
which are considered to be necessary by 


the Admiralty for the safety of the country, 
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{and that is an admission which, as a 


supporter of the general policy of the 
right hon. Gentleman, I confess I am not 
able to accept. The First Lord of the 
Admiralty has stated that all this expen- 
diture is necessary for the safety of the 
country, and the Prime Minister has put 
the danger to the country even higher 
than it has ever been put by an Opposition 
speaker, and yet in that year we fall 
short in our expenditure upon the Navy. 
We have been told that for the first time 
we are likely to come up to our promises 
this year in regard to our performances. 
In the meantime there has been a contro- 
versy between the hon. Member for 
Shipley and the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty as to the possibility of adding to our 
contractors a particular firm, but the First 
Lord of the Admiralty questions whether 
the firm alluded to—Armstrong’s—ought 
to be added to the list in view of the work 
they are already doing for the Admiralty. 
It must be remembered that all this time 
firms who do not contract with the Admi- 
ralty and some firms who do have been 
completing a considerable number of first- 
class armoured ships for foreign Powers, 
and I cannot help thinking that if the 
arrangement of prices is properly managed 
it would not be impossible for us to 
draw upon these firms ourselves which are 
completing ships for foreign Powers. 
Some of our own firms who have con- 
tracts with us have large contracts with 
foreign Powers. Armstrong’s have con- 
tracts to complete ships for foreign 
Powers, and they have no ship contracts 
with us. In face of the fact that some eight 
or nine great firms are making propel- 


‘ling machinery of the first class and of 


the largest kind in this countey for 
other Powers, and that several firms 
are building ships for other countries, 
I cannot believe that the productive 
power of this country is as short as 
it is supposed to be, and if the national 
emergency is as great as described by the 
First Lord himself and by the Prime 
Minister, our performance ought to be 
larger than it is, and when a programme 
has been agreed to by this House we 
ought not to fall short of that programme. 
The First Lord of the Admiralty has ad- 
mitted—indeed, it is part of his case— 
that there has been a great slowness in 
carrying out his programme even such as 
it is. He has pointed out how slow we 
have been both in contract ships and in 
dockyard ships in regard to propelling 
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machinery and armour plate. The House 
is often reassured by the more optimistic 
class of speakers that we have such extra- 
ordinary powers of building ships fast in 
this country that we can afford to be be- 
hind other Powers. That is not the 
view of the First Lord now, and he has 
not recently made use of that argument. 
Nevertheless, it is very often used in the 
country, and we very often read it in 
the speeches of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
We have got ourselves into the habit of 
falling behind with our ships. The 
engineering strike has been given as the 
alleged reason for all our difficulties, and 
no doubt that strike had a continuing 
effect beyond the actual moment of the 
lock-out, and its effects were felt in sub- 
sequent years. But the delay in the 
ships is continuing to be very great in- 
deed, and | would like to give the House 
two or three examples. In the March, 
1896 programme the “ Albion” was to 
have been completed in August, 1899, 
but that ship is not now expected to be 
completed until September, 1901. The 
“Glory” in the same programme, al- 
though not so much behind, is also very 
late, but the excuse in this case is the 
financial difficulty of the contractor for 
engines. There was a Japanese ship 
of the same character which was begun 
at the same time by the same contractor, 
and which was delivered more rapidly 
and completed. As regards the March, 
1897, programme the same thing occurred 
again. ‘The “Formidable,” the “ Irre- 
sistible,” and the ‘“Implacable” were to 
have been completed in March, 1900, but 
they are not yet complete. This is a 


matter about which the Committee ought | 


to have some information. In the case 
of these three ships the excuse is that the 
delay is caused by a difficulty as to parts 
of the armour. This matter of armour 
has been brought before this Committee 
year after year by specialists representing 


either the trade or the constituencies | 


concerned, and I think it has been gone 
into no less than eight times within the 
last four years. I confess that I think 
this difficulty in regard to armour ought 
to have been overcome by now. No 
doubt changes in the plant have been 
required, but the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty admitted last year that we must get 
the plant, and that if we could not get it 
by one plan we must get it by another. 
Although I should prefer to do this by the 
ordinary form of contract in the open 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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| market, yet. we must obtain this armour 
even if we have to go into partnership 
with manufacturers. Again, the ships of 
the “ Duncan” class—the “ Duncan,” the 
“ Cornwallis,” the ‘‘ Exmouth,” and the 
| “ Russell,” of the revised programme ot 
1898—are very backward, and are more 
backward than the corresponding Russian 
ships which they were designed to meet. 
If you take the case as put before us in 
the very excellent tables published in 
the last Naval Annual it will be seen that 
only three battleships have really been 
completed in the two years immediately 
preceding the publication of the last 
Naval Annual. Of the battleships pro- 
vided by the March, 1896, programme 
only half—namely, three out of six—have 
been completed up to the present time. 
In the most recent debate in the French 
Chamber on this subject, when they dis- 
cussed the whole question of the possi- 
bility of war between France and _ this 
country, it was clear that battleships have 
again come to the front, and we must be 
prepared to see a considerabie accession to 
the number of battleships possessed by 
foreign Powers. I do not suppose that 
anyone would press the right hon. 
Gentleman to revise his programme 
at this moment in regard to the 
contracts for additional battleships. 
As regards cruisers it may be taken as 
admitted that we are short. The reason 
given for this deficiency and for not 
laying down more cruisers is the difficulty 
of obtaining propelling machinery. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : And armour. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I was only 


repeating the reason given in this House 
as to propelling machinery—one which 
has been given for a long time. The 
first class cruisers promised in the March, 
1896, programme for completion before 
March, 1900, are not yet complete, and 
they will very soon have been five years 
in hand. The excuse given, as in the 
case of the battleships “Albion” and 
“Glory” in the same programme, is 
the financial difficulties of the contractor 
for engines. The third class cruisers 
in the same programme are almost 
as backward, and the armoured cruisers 
‘of the revised programme of 1897, 
which are ships very urgently needed 
‘at the present time, according to 
the statement of the First Lord, are 
already a year behind time. As regards 
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armoured cruisers of the 1898 programme, 


the twenty-three-knot cruisers, urgently | 


needed, on the average were not laid 
down until fifteen months after the an- 
nouncement made in the House, and the 
armoured cruisers of the revised pro- 
cramme of 1898 not until eighteen months 
afterwards. In some cases the Admiralty 


have found it necessary to accelerate the | 


dates of launching, although they do not 
finish the ships. That is the case not 
only with contract ships, but also with 
dockyard ships, like the “Drake” and 
“ Essex,” which, I think, are to be hurried 
forward to no good end, as Pembroke 


Dock is insufficiently equipped. The 
admirals of the fighting squadrons 
are not satisfied with the number of 


cruisers at their disposition at the present 
time, and I cannot but think that to com- 
mission additional cruisers would be a 
more reasonable precaution than to adopt 
rile clubs. The First Lord has an- 
nounced the purchase of five destroyers, 
and he has stated that that is a 
considerable addition to the strength 
of this country. We reproached him in 
February last with not having provided 
more destroyers, and he now tells us 
that he was thinking of purchasing these 
destroyers at the time, but he did not 
announce the fact beeause it would put 
up the price against himself. I confess 
that I think this is a welcome pur- 
chase, although I think that an even 
larger addition to the number of de- 
stroyers would have been wise. My 
main reason for rising and taking part in 
this debate is my conviction that the re- 
sources of the country are sufficient, if 
properly used, to fill up the programme 
which the First Lord of the Admiralty 
himself thinks is necessary, and the diffi- 
culty of obtaining armour and_ propelling 
machinery, although it may be a con- 
venient argument to use once, when some 
particular shortness may have occurred, 
is an unsound argument, and is not a 
proper excuse when it is alleged to the 
House year by year. In face of the fact 
that we are building for foreign countries 
at a time when there is a national emer- 
gency, I think we ought to be able to 
obtain sufficient propelling machinery and 
armour. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Undoubtedly the right hon. Baronet has 
put his finger on a radical defect in the 
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(in its intelligence. 


management of the Admiralty, if not 
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It is undoubtedly 
true that this country is capable of build- 
ing as many battleships and cruisers, and 
producing as much armour, as is required. 
I am going to go a little further and sug- 
gest that the reason may possibly be that 
the Admiralty have never yet understood 
how to deal with contractors, for they 
beat them down in their prices in an 
absurd way. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Under our present. 
system we do not beat the prices down. 
We invite tenders, but we do not always 
accept the lowest. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I really ean- 
not weary the Committee by going into 
details, although I have them here. The 
case [ had in my mind was one of seven 
years ago when tenders were invited for 
torpedo destroyers. Tenders were given 
by two firms, one of which was Messrs. 
Yarrow. That tender was not accepted ; 
they would not do it for the money ; and 
they were then offered a little more. It 
was a case of beating up instead of beat- 
ing down, but it is the same principle. 
You must deal with your contractors in a 
proper and even generous way. If you 
do not, the result will be that the best 
contractors will not work for you, but 
will fill their yards with foreign work 
when they should be working for us, I 
have heard that continually alleged, and 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean goes so far as to sug- 
gest a reason. I think there may be other 
reasons. There may be, for instance, a 
want of proper foresight on the part of 
the Admiralty, and, consequently, too 
great a delay in ordering the armour 


required. I believe that is largely the 
case. lf you want the best work you 


must go to the best contractors; if you 
want the best contractors you must treat 
them fairly, and even handsomely. As 
to this question of armour, it is 
absurd to say that this country cannot 
produce armour sufficient for the needs of 
the Navy. But let us assume for a 
moment that the private contractor cannot 
produce the armour required. Then I 
say it is possible for the Admiralty—nay, 
itis the duty of the Admiralty—to do one 
of two things; either, as the right hon. 
Baronet has suggested, to go into a quasi- 
partnership with the armour producers, 
and by promise of orders induce manu- 
facturers to put up machinery to carry 
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out the work, or to take the bull by the 
horns and set up rolling machinery in the 
dockyards. You have had to take a 
similar course with regard to the building 
of ships, and if there is no other way, you 
must do it with regard to the supply of 
armour. But to come year after year 
and say that you cannot get this, and 
you cannot get that, in a manufacturing 
country of the illimitable capacities of 
this country, is really to give a reason 
which cannot be readily accepted by the 
House of Commons for not carrying out 
the naval programme which we have been 
told is the least that is absolutely essen- 
tial. I come now to the question of 
boilers, and that seems to me to be even 
more important. I am afraid I must 


believe that the boilers we have 
in the larger number of our most 


important ships are not satisfactory. 
If that is so, we may at any 
moment find this country in a state of 
most horrible danger. Everybody must 
feel that great events are impending— 
great events in the East, great events in 
Europe—and we never know the day 
when we may be called upon to put forth 
what is after all our only power—our 
sea power. If it be that there are condi- 
tions in our ships which are such that 
those ships cannot be relied upon for ser- 
vice in emergency or generally, if there 
he some serious fundamental fault in 
their machinery or boilers, or in both, 
which render them unreliable—capable of 
doing great things on one day and break- 
ing down the next, for goodness knows 
how long—if we are in that position, we 
are in the most serious position that the 
country could possibly be in, and one 
which it behoves Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to deal with immediately. The 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Admiralty, has indeed given away his 
case. He admits, or he does not dispute, 
that, on the whole, the water-tube boiler 
has been unsatisfactory. 





Mr. GOSCHEN was understood to 
dissent. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I will put 
it in another way. The right hon. Gentle- 
man admits there was great uneasiness 
about it—so great an uneasiness that 
even he himself could not remove it. 
Therefore, I think the case is admittedly, 
on his own words, a very very serious 


‘one. 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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| Mr. GOSCHEN was understood to 


explain that the defects were remediable, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I do not 
wish to put it in the least higher than the 
right hon. Gentleman himself put it. He 
said the defects in his opinion were 
remediable, but the apprehension was not 
remediable. I want to make one remark 
on the right hon. Gentleman’s speech, 
because I do not think he has apprehended 
the case against the boilers. He spoke 
all through of the water-tube boilers, 
My belief is, and I think it is the belief of 
a great many Members of this House, 
that the water-tube principle—that is, the 
principle of putting the water instead of 
the fire into the tubes—is a good prin- 
ciple. I am not an expert on this 
question, but I have endeavoured to 
acquaint myself with the subject, and that 
is the belief I have come to. The only 
question is whether the Belleville boiler is 
good. Here is a Memorandum prepared 
for this very debate. What do we find 
there? I do no know whether the right 
hon. Gentleman wrote it ; I imagine not; 
the English is not good enough. What 
the writer of this paper says is this— 

‘*The Admiralty policy has been to consider 

the Belleville boiler, with which they have had 
more experience than any other type of water- 
tube boiler, as the approved type for large 
ships.” 
*Water-tube boilers” here, then, does 
not mean water-tube boilers in general, 
but the type approved by the Admiralty 
—the Belleville. The water-tube boiler 
may be good ; it may be the most perfect 
invention the brain of man has ever put 
into a steam engine ; but if the Belleville 
be bad it is no answer to us. The writer 
further says— 

“But in this paper it is only necessary to 
compare the Belleville boiler with the ecylin- 
drical boiler.” 

That is all that is necessary to do to- 
night, but that is the very thing the right 
hon. Gentleman has not done. He has 
all through compared water-tube boilers 
generally with cylindrical boilers. I do 
not care what he proves about water- 
tube boilers, if it be true, as I am afraid 
it is true, that our particular form of 
water-tube boiler—the Belleville—is un- 
satisfactory and cannot be trusted. The 
right hon. Gentleman is good enough to 


say he will not find it difficult to deal 


with me as an adversary. He will not. 


I recognise the great power and capacity, 
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the enormous energy and industry, which 


the right hon. Gentleman has brought | 
work. The Committee must | 


to his 
recognise the almost masterly engineer- 
ing way in which the right hon. Gen- 
tleman described the water-tube boiler to- 
night, stating frankly many of its defects 
and mentioning still more frankly many 
of its excellencies, involved a great deal 
of work not altogether familiar to Mem- 
bers of this House. I will not go into 
details ; I will not even read the facts set 
forth in the Memorandum showing how 
in one of the trials on which the Admi- 
ralty rely, the ship with the Belleville 
boiler drank nearly six times as much 
water as the ship with the cylindrical 
boiler. That is a very serious matter, 
because it is not the water only. The 
extra water means extra coal, and there- 
fore every extra pound of water that the 
Belleville boiler drinks means more coal 
in order to distil it. There is one other 
thing. The right hon. Gentleman drew 
a large distinction between the two kinds 
of water-tube boilers. He spoke of the 
large sort and the small sort—that is, the 
water-tube boiler with large tubes and the 
water-tube boiler with small tubes—as 
though they were two beings of totally 


different races coming from different 
countries. But they are the same boiler. 


The essential principle of the two is the 
same, and it is possible to make the small 
tube boiler with larger tubes and fit it 
into a larger vessel. That is exactly 
what the French are doing; they are fitting 
their vessels with water-tube boilers of 
the torpedo-boat destroyer sort, but made 
with larger tubes —such as the Normand, 
the Yarrow, the Thornycroft, and the 
Guyot. The right hon. Gentleman rather 
suggested to the Committee—I do not 
think he meant to do it, but it was the 
inference suggested to us who do not 
know much about boilers—that for large 
ships you must have large tube boilers, 
and for small ships small tube boilers, and 
that consequently you must have the 
Belleville boiler for large ships, although 
you might have the Thornycroft or the 
Yarrow for the small. 


Mr. GOSCHEN explained that he did 
not intend to convey that impression ; 
he meant that small water-tube boilers 
were generally provided for the smaller 
ships. 
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| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I quite 
accept the right hon. Gentleman’s state- 
ment that he did not intend to convey 
that idea, but in the unsophisticated 
frame of mind with which I endeavour to 
approach all new questions that was the 
inference suggested tome. The Memo- 
randum states and the right hon. Gentle- 
man says that one of the great advan- 
tages of the Belleville boiler is that you 
get less weight. I think the hon. Gen- 
tleman below the gangway rather dis- 
| posed of that when he showed that 
although you get less weight in the 
machinery and in the boilers, you get as 
much weight in the coal. 








Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: And 


more, 





Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then, says 
the right hon. Gentleman and also the 
| Memorandum, you get better speed. My 
hon. friend opposite shakes his head. I 
am going to assume that do you get 
better speed. But when do you get it? 
Perhaps on one day in twenty, when the 
boiler is going properly, you get your 
extra knot, but on the next—— 


Mr. GOSCHEN complained that that 
was a most unjust description ; it was 
just the same as in other ships. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I think not. 
If hon. Members will refer to this 
Memorandum they will see that they act 
unlike other ships. Take the “ High- 
flyer” and the “ Minerva.” The former 
| was continually breaking down; the 
| latter never. I do not say it always 
happened, but you cannot rely on it not 
happening, and reliance is the very 
essence of the action of the Fleet. The 
old cylindrical boiler may not have had 
the advantages —I think it had not—that 
the water-tube boiler has, but at any 
rate you could always rely upon it, week 
in, week out—nay, year in, year out. For 
year after year the cylindrical boilers 
have gone on with a little looking 
into at the end of each voyage, and 
they have done their work perfectly 
well. The “ Royal Arthur ” at the present 
moment can get as good a speed with 
her cylindrical boilers as when she was 
built twenty-five or thirty years ago. As 
to the foreigner, I quite agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman, we must sweep 
away our national prejudice if we can 
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learn anything by so doing. I am most | France in regard to these boilers. Of the 


anxious to learn everything possible from 
the foreigner. 
teach us? Let us see what is found in 
this Memorandum. I will summarise it 
in a very short way. All foreign nations, 
says the Memorandum, have adopted 
water-tube boilers. Yes; but not the 
Belleville. The Belleville boiler is the 
only one with which I am concerned, as 
sixty-one of our largest ships are fitted 
with it. We have in the Memorandum 
an account of what the different nations 
have done. The really important marine 
nations are these—and I put them in 
order of importance: England, France, 
United States, Holland, and Germany. 
What have we to learn from the 
foreigners 7 Germany uses the Thorny- 
croft, the Schiiltz, the Niclausse, and the 
Diirr boilers ; but out of the thirty shirs 
named in this Memorandum only two 
have Belleville boilers. In Holland every 
boiler—on large ships, too—of 10,000 
indicated horse-power is a Yarrow 
with the larger tubes. There are eight 
of these ships in the list, and not one of 
them has a Belleville boiler. In the 
United States they use the Thornycroft, 
the Babcock and Wilcox, the Niclausse, 
and the Mosher ; but in all the nineteen 


ships named there is not a single Belle- 


ville boiler. Now I come to France, and 
this is really the crucial instance. It was in 
France the Belleville boiler was invented 
twenty-one years ago by a naval officer of 


very great scientific attainments and 
ability. With regard to the Belleville 


boiler, I have never been shipmates with 
it, as they say ; but I have been alongside 
of it, and having seen a great deal of it 
was touched with a profound admira- 
tion for it. I remember having my 
doubts as to the wisdom of the policy 
adopted by Gentlemen on the other side 
when they first put this boiler, without 
any trial, in a big ship like the “ Power- 
full” or the “Terrible.” But in the 
“ Sharpshooter ” I conceived a great admi- 
ration for it, andI stood up in this House 
and said it was a very good boiler. 


put ona white sheet. In France, and 
this is most important, the earlier ships— 
I am now really confining myself to the 
list in the Memorandum — were all 


fitted with Belleville boilers, but 
if hon. Members will look at the 
Memorandum they will see what a} 


change has been coming over the mind of | 
| 


Mr. Gibson Poules. 


What does the foreigner | 


That 


is one reason why I am here to-day—to | 


fifteen cruisers of 1899 and 1900 only six 
have Belleville boilers. That isin France, 
the original country of the Belleville 
boilers—France, in which it is almost 
patriotism to use the Belleville buviler, 
The right hon. Gentleman will understand 
that I have no quarrel against the 
Niclausse, the Yarrow, the Guyot, the 
Babcock and Wilcox, or any other of the 
twenty types of boilers ; my quarrel, my 
doubt, my horror, are all reserved for the 
Belleville alone. Of the fifteen cruisers, 
armoured and protected, named in this 
Memorandum, only six have Belleville 
boilers. All battleships built in 1896 or 
1898 have Belleville boilers, but those of 
1899 and 1900 have not Belleville but 
Niclausse boilers. The two latest battle- 
ships on which the French mostly rely, 
and which have excited the horrors and 
fears of the right hon. Baronet opposite, 
the “ Suffren ” and the “ Henri IV.,” have 
the Niclausse boilers. First of all, I say 
that the figures I have shortly put 
forward with regard to France show that 
she is recovering from the Belleville 
craze, which she had in a strong form; 
she has now forty ships against our 
sixty-one fitted with the Belleville boiler ; 
but she is recovering from the craze, 
and—I make this assertion with such 
responsibility as I have in this Committee 
—the authorities responsible for French 
naval construction believe that the Belle- 
ville boiler is bad in principle and difficult 
to work in practice, and they have ceased 
to believe in it as the boiler of the future. 
That is my assertion, and I make it on 
good grounds. My information is recent, 
and, as the figures show a tendency to 
avoid the Belleville boiler on the part of 
the French Government, so I assert the 
future will show to a certainty that the 
French Government have absolutely given 
up the belief in the Belleville boiler for 
large ships. I have made a bold asser- 
tion, but the right hon. Gentleman has a 
Naval Intelligence Department here and 
an Ambassador in Paris, and he can ascer- 
tain whether I am right or wrong. If 
he can in any way show that I am wrong 
in what I have said, I shall he very glad 
to retract it. I say this further: In the 
“Jeanne dArc” it is a Guyot boiler, I 
believe. There is really no generic dif- 
ference between a boiler with smail tubes 
and a boiler with large tubes ; I believe 
they are essentially the same, but when 
you use them in torpedo boats you make 
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them with small tubes, and when you use 
them ina large vessel you make them 
with large tubes. All the arguments 
with regard to foreign nations are 
arguments against the Belleville boilers, 
not against water-tube _ boilers. ; The 
experience of the Admiralty action of 
Germany, Holland, the United States, 
nay, of France herself, is an experience 
which should induce us to give up these 
Belleville boilers. But we have got them 
in sixty-one of our ships, and we have got 
tolive with them. Here I am in entire 
agreement with the hon. Gentleman near 
me. The human element does come in, 


{17 JuLy 1900} 





and I am afraid that the Admiralty have | 
| not be obtained without any difficulty at 


not always taken sufficient account of that 
human element. The Beileville boiler is 
such a box of tricks as never before was 
put into a ship. 
always getting out of order and requiring 
most delicate handling. It requires to be 
stoked to a nicety, and when defects 
occur they require to be repaired to a 
nicety. If you are to live with the 
Belleville boiler you must treat stoking 
no longer as unskilled or qvasi-unskilled 
labour ; it is a fine art, and you require 
artists to do it. How are you to get 
them? Other nations have been in the 
same difficulty as we are in, but France 
got out of the difficulty by doing as I now 
venture humbly to suggest the right hon. 
Gentleman should do—namely, obtain 
instruction from the Belleville Company 
itself in stoking as a fine art. Will the 
right hon. Gentleman do that? I feel 
very strongly the urgency of this mat- 
ter. I believe that no other Belleville 
boilers ought to be put into Her 
Majesty’s ships, but we have sixty-one 
ships with them, and the right hon. Gen- 
tleman should take the means open to 
his hand for using them to the best 
advantage 
of stoking, and send for two or three 
French stokers from the Belleville Com- 


pany, to teach our men the art of 
stoking. Those men could then teach 


others, and in course of time we should 
learn to stoke tne Belleville boiler. You 
cannot do it by leaving it to the unskilled 
stoker to learn it by himself, or if he 
should learn it in that way he will learn 
it too late. It may gall the pride of the 


right hon. Gentleman to go to France to | 


be taught stoking, but this is a French | 


dish, and if you wish to enjoy it you must 
have it done by a French cook. There is 
no other way. Ido hope the right hon. 


VOL. LXXXVI. [FourtH Series. | 


It is like a lady’s watch, | 


Let him set up a school | 
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Gentleman, in the presence of these enor- 
mous accusations—to some extent ill- 
founded, but largely well-founded—will 
immediately take means—there is not a 
day to be lost—to teach his stokers how 
to stoke the Belleville boiler. The right 
hon. Gentleman is to appoint a Committee 
of experts; they are to go to sea; they 
are to be shipmates—-— 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Some of them. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Some of 
them are to be shipmates of the Belle- 
ville boiler in order to see how it acts. I 
am not sure that that experience could 


all. [am not sure the captains and com- 
manders of Her Majesty’s Navy could not 
unfold to the right hon. Gentleman a tale 
about the Belleville boiler which would 
harrow the First Lord’s soul. I have 
heard tales. I know nothing about engi- 
neering, but what struck me was con- 
stantly hearing executive officers of Her 
Majesty’s Navy groaning and complaining 
of the awful job they had in getting the 
3elleville boilers to act properly. Will 
the right hon. Gentleman take any steps 
to ascertain the views of the executive 
officers of the Navy? I do not say even 
of the engineers, because they are in 
rather a false position; they have to 
report to the man who adopted the 
boiler, and who also looks after their pro- 
motion—and here let me say that I am 
not sure that that arrangement will not 
require to be looked after. I am not sure 
that the methods by which we design our 
ships and boilers do not require a great 
deal of overhauling. The chief engineer 
is an admirable person, but he is an 
engine driver in essence; his business is 
to drive an engine, not to design one. 


Sirk FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
the engineers were individually of the 
highest type of men they could possibly 


get. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I am_ not 
speaking of the individual engineer. This 
engineer has to look after the material, 
and keep it going. Iam not quite sure 
that we have not entered on anew period 
as regards the navy. Iam quite certain 


that the right hon. Gentleman and the 

Board of Admiralty come to their work 

with the highest determination to do the 

best they can for the country. 
k 


No one 
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could have greater determination in that 
direction than the right hon. Gentleman, 
but then he is constantly being told by 
Navy Leagues and halfpenny newspapers 
that the Admiralty is an effete institution. 
There was a time when we were told that 
if steam were adopted in the Navy it 
would be the downfall of the Fleet, and 
there was also great difficulty in intro- 
ducing breech-loading guns. The modern 
Admiral now says to himself, “I will not 
be open to that reproach ; I will keep up 
to the times,” and he is consequently apt to 
run to the other extreme and to indulge in 
a debauch of novelty. I regret the changes 
which are being made, especially as re- 
gards the training squadron, but I regret 
most of all the change which was made in 
boilers and machinery withcut adequate 
trial in 1893. [am glad the right hon. 
gentleman has volunteered a Committee. 
It was not forced upon him, and I hope 
it will do good work. I trust in the 
meantime the right hon. Gentleman will 
take immediate steps to increase the 
number of stokers for the boilers we have 
already got, in order that we may get 
better results than hitherto—such results 
as at any rate will make us feel com- 
paratively safe in trusting our Navy and 
our sailors to the Belleville boilers. 


*Mr. ALLAN: I rise with feelings of 
great gratification. I congratulate the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Admiralty on his patriotism in agree- 
ing to appoint an expert Committee to 
inquire into the whole question of the 
boilering of Her Majesty's ships. That 
question when I entered the House six 
years ago came home to me. When the 
great plunge was made, and when millions 
of money were blindly thrown into the 
business, I saw that a mistake was being 
committed, and I did not hesitate to tell 
the then Administration that they were 


making a powerful mistake and a terrible | 
The late Secretary of State to | 


blunder. 
the Admiralty laughs, but he does not 
know what a boiler is. Probably he laughs 
because he has left such a legacy to his 
successors ; but laughing will not make a 
strong Navy or save Britain in the hour 
of danger, and I do not like to see an ex- 
Minister laughing. We have been told 


to-day that the “ Powerful” and _ the | 


“Terrible” have done everything. But 
what have they done? Let the truth be 
known. 
going out to China? 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


She made 1,500 


{COMMONS} 


What did the “ Powerful” do! 
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miles in ten days, and although she jg 
a boat designed to do 22 knots she 
has never done it. I challenge the right 
hon. Gentleman now to take out of Ports. 
mouth Dockyard the ‘“ Powerful” and 
see if she can do 22 knots after only tive 
months steaming. She cannot do it, 
Why is not a list of the defects of 
the “ Powerful” inserted in the Memo. 
randum? I will tell the House why, 
The defects are so great that the 
Admiralty feared to put them in. What 


has the “Terrible” done? She had to 
run from Hong Kong to Ta-ku in 
a grave national emergency when the 


3ritish Minister and British 
attachés in Peking were in jeopardy, 
How long did she take? Did she do 22 
knots? Never. She did not do 15 knots, 
and, forsooth, these are the boilers which 
were to do great things, and which the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, on the advice 
of the so-called experts, approved. But, 
of course, I am not blaming the right hon. 
Gentleman. Take the “ Europa.” What 
has she done? She was ‘designed to do 
20 knots, and she ran from Suez to 
Colombo at the magnificent speed of 7} 
knots, and, forsooth, this ship, designed to 
do 20 knots, took eighty-eight days for that 
trip toSydney. Why, a sailing ship would 
have done it in the time. It isa satire on 
British engineering, and on our Naval 
supremacy, that a ship designed to do 20 
or 22 knots cannot do it. None of these 
ships can do it. I stand on facts. A 
great many hon. Members in this House 
have perhaps never seen a Belleville boiler. 
There are actuaily 48,000 joints  con- 
nected with the boilers of H.M.S. “Glory.” 
Think of that at the end of the nineteenth 
century. Shade of James Watt and George 
Stephenson ! We are now spending mil- 
lions in putting boilers into ships with 
48,000 joints, when the true spirit of all 
engineering science ought to be simplicity, 
and the fewer the joints the better the job. 
That is the reason of their failure, and I 
fear that these boilers will lead to disas- 
trous explosions which are bound to 
come at unexpected moments. Take the 
“Hermes.” She was sent out to the 
West India station, and ere reaching it 
it was found that the boilers were all 
burnt. She was towed into Nassau, but 
they could not repair her there. She was 
then towed to Port Royal, and could not 
be repaired there, and had to be towed to 
Bermuda, What happened to her? Iam 
quite willing to admit that the feed pumps 
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were a little wrong, but granted they 
were not working well, there was so little 
water left in the boilers that it evaporated 
inten minutes, the boilers became red hot, 
the men panic stricken, and a lieutenant 


had to be sent down from the deck to | 


keep the men, who were almost in a 
state of mutiny, in the stokehole. I feel 
sorry for the chief engineer. I will tell 
you why. His life must have been miser- 
able. Night and day he was on duty ; 
and, being in dread of a black mark against 
his name, he dared not open his mouth. 
He was never off watch, and when the 
ship got to Bermuda he was invalided 
home. Get his report and defects list. 
The “ Hermes” is a fine sample of British 
engineering. It is a beautiful sample, 
and she is not fit to do a bit of work now. 
Take another case, the “ Diadem,” which 
we were told to-night was such a success. 
I have seen a letter which states that 
hundreds of her tubes had to be taken 
out—they were all pin-holed ; and the 
letter states that if all the facts were 
known as to the amount the “ Diadem” 


cost to repair they would stagger 
humanity. The pin-holed tubes were put 


into hot zine in order to close up the 
holes, and then they were put back again 
into the boilers. I should like to show 
the right hon. Gentleman some facts 
which his officials have not laid before 
him. The Memorandum which has been 
issued is a melancholy example of mis- 
applied engineering effort. I never read 
such a miserable account coming from 
men who call themselves engineers. Why, 
a three years apprentice would not have 
written such stuff. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I[ must protest 
against the hon. Gentleman doing what 
he has done before. He attacks not only 
the scientific knowledge of the experts, 
but he also attacks them for not putting 
the facts before me. Against that I 
protest. 


*Mr. ALLAN: I am relying on the 


Memorandum. I have not attacked any 
man, and [ can only judge by what is 
given tome. What I want to bring home 
to the right hon. Gentleman is that all 
through the Memorandum at every 
opportunity there is disparagement of the 
cylindrical boiler. What are the facts ? | 


If you compare the old “ Impérieuse,” 
fitted with the cylindrival boilers, and | 
the modern “ Diadem,” with the water- | 


{17 JuLty 1900} 
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tube boilers, it will be found that the first 
is fit for sea, can go anywhere, and is as 
good at her work tu-day as the day she 
came out, and that, if pitted against the 
“ Diadem” from here to the Cape, in a 
steady spin, or across the Atlantic, she 
would win, and on far less coals. Again, 
in the trials between the “ Minerva” and 
the “Highflyer,” the “Highflyer” had 
from forty to fifty tons of water in her 
tanks, whereas the ‘‘ Minerva” had none. 
Now if the “ Highflyer” had been under 
similar conditions to the ‘‘ Minerva,” it is 
evident that she could not have done her 
run at all, as she required this water 
for her water-tube boilers, while the 
“Minerva” required none for her eylin- 
drical boilers ; this was not pointed -out 
in the Memorandum. Then there is the 
case of the ‘ Pegasus,” fitted with water- 
tube boilers. She had been for fifteen 
months on commission on the South 
American station; and what has hap- 
pened? The water-tube boilers have 
to -be refitted and she is ordered 
home, and the “Sappho,” with cylin- 
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drical boilers, was sent to take her 
place. How much steaming has the 


“ Pegasus ” done altogether? I question 
if she has done two months, and then 
vousend out a cylindrical boilered ship to 
take her place. Why did you not send out 
any other water-tube boilered ship, if the 
‘Pegasus ” had proved satisfactory ? The 
idea of the Admiralty officials as to the 
value of water-tube boiiers is absurd and 
cannot be borne out by facts. Even 
on the chief engineer's admission there is 
no saving in weight, although he says 
that there is a gain in speed. Speed is a 
matter of form, displacement, and power, 
and not a matter of the type of boiler, and 
to say that you can get a knot more 
hecause of a certain type of boiler, is a 
piece of engineering bluff. We are told 
by Members of this House that these 
boilers have come to stay; but if they 
have come to stay, the engineer critic has 
come to stay also, and will stay as long 
as they remain, and until the existing 
evils are removed. When we _ talk 
of this country, of which we all are 
proud, what do we see? That from 
the old boiler has arisen all our 
country’s greatness. It has built up our 
present mercantile supremacy, and has 
carried our Army with all its impedimenta 
to South Africa. Of the 240 or 250 trans- 
port steamers employed for the war, not 
one was fitted with water-tube boilers. 
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Now the country’s first line of defence is 
provided with boilers which are not 
to be depended on, while for  sim- 
plicity, economy, and the peace of mind 
of the engineering staff nothing can equal 
the cylindrical boilers. The cylindrical 
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boiler has made Britain what it is, and if | 


they are not used in our Navy, so as to 
give us a sure superiority over other 
nations, then I say farewell to the great- 
ness of Britain on the seas. Once her 
naval power is destroyed, she will go 
down as did Carthage of old. 


ApMIRAL FIELD Kast- 
bourne): We have had the usual protest 
from the hon. Member for Gateshead 
against water-tube boilers, and I wish 
now to draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee away from that subject. The 
hon. Member, who appears to have water- 
tube boilers on the brain, laboured the 
question, but now that the First Lord of 
the Admiralty has granted a Committee, 
which I regret has been granted at all, 
we may pass from the subject. It is not 
true that these boilers were not tested. 
They were very well tested by engineers 
of standing, who took passages on ‘vessels 
fitted with these boilers to and from 
Australia and reported on them. I can- 
not agree with my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn, that France is dis- 
carding the Belleville type. France is 
using two or three kinds of water- 
tube boilers, and let us do the same. 
Russia has also taken up _ water-tube 
boilers for the fleet she is now building, 
and it is all nonsense for hon. Members 
in this House to find fault with the 
policy of the Admiralty because they 
have adopted a boiler which has failed in 
a few ships. My hon. friend the Member 
for King’s Lynn made some very useful 
observations. I would remind the House 
that we have never taken up a new in- 
vention without encountering difficulties. 
Iremember when steam was first intro- 
duced and there was then great difficulty, 
but we did not discard steam. I re- 
member also when rifles were introduced 
for the first time, but we did not throw 
them overboard. Neither — will 
throw over these water-tube _ boilers. 
It is all nonsense for hon. Members to 
make theatrical protests in this House in 
this age of reform and progress. If the 
House wants an illustration of the advan- 
tages of a water-tube boiler, let them turn 


Mr. Allan. 
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to page 15 of the Memorandum, where it 
is stated— 

“The advantage of quickly raising steam was 
illustrated in the case of the‘ Niobe’ at Las 
Palmas, when the ‘ Persia’ transport. broke her 
shaft. and was nearly on the rocks. The 
‘Niobe’ was able to get up steam and go to. 
her assistance in 1? hours from the time of 
receiving the news. With cylindrical hoilers 
it would have required five or six hours.” 
The First Lord has granted a Committee, 
I regret it, because it is a concession to 
clamour without much backing behind it. 
However, the right hon. Gentleman has 
granted it, and there is nothing more to 
be said. Let me pass away from that 
subject, and let me say how pleased I am 
at the Supplementary Estimate which has 
been introduced, and that the First Lord 
and his advisers have decided on these 
new torpedo boat destroyers and also on 
the repairing ships. All this is most 
meritorious, and makes up for the short- 
comings in. the fulfilment of the Admiralty 
programme for the past year. I agree 
with much that has been said by the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean, who always speaks with great 
weight on this subject, and no civilian has 
studied the question more closely than he 
has. I agree with what he says about 
the shipbuilding programme being thrown 
into arrears because firms take foreign 
contracts which pay them better. This 
is a vital matter. We have no right to 
run any risks, and I do not think that any 
adequate defence has been made by the 
Admiralty for the non-fulfilment of their 
programme. The engineers’ strike no 
doubt explains part of it, but that is not 
sutticient justification. I stated the facts 
to a friend outside this House who is con- 
versant with the subject in all its bearings, 
and he used language of the most un- 
Parliamentary character. He intimated 
plainly tiat the statements which were 
made in this House were not in accord- 
ance with facts. The matter is so vital 
to this Empire that I would do anything 
in my power to prevent foreign contracts 
being placed in this country as long as 
our own naval programme was unfinished. 


| If an Act of Parliament were introduced 
'to check the execution of foreign con- 


tracts in this country when our own 
contracts are left behind, I would vote 
for it. We are behind France with our 
building programme, although we have 
had some extension through the pressure 
of the public press. I have been much 
jmpressed wita the important experi- 
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ments of a crucial character made on the 
« Belleisle.” 


the result would be of the next naval 
engagement. Nothing in these Estimates 
can make a proper provision for a reserve 
of battleships and armoured cruisers. We 
are very deficient indeed in cruisers. The 
late Sir George Hornby laid down what 
would be a sutficient number of cruisers, 
but the Admiralty are following his advice 
much too slowly. We are told that the 
programme presented to us is equal to that 
ofany two Powers. That is not a proper 
comparison at all. Bother other flags ! 
Our Navy should be equal in battleships, 
cruisers, and every other vessel of war to 
our Imperial necessities and our great 
responsibilities. A distinguished Admiral 
in high command, at a public banquet the 
other day, spoke out his mind freely before 
the country, and said that we are greatly 
deficient in battleships and cruisers. I am 
speaking not my own opinion, which may 
be worth nothing, but that of one whose 
viewsareentitled to weight and respect,and 
Ido not hesitate to say that the Admiralty 
are behind the times ; and woe be unto 
any nation that is not prepared when the 
hour of trial comes upon it. I am well 
aware that the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty is deeply convinced of the necessi- 
ties of the case, and I know 
possesses the confidence of the Service in 
all its branches ; but that does not make 
me shut my eyes blindly to the facts. 
Our programme is not completed, and the 
money voted by this House has not been 
expended. We are in arrears, and will 
bein arrears. I would like to have re- 
ferred to the turbine ship “ Viper,” which 
has developed a speed ot forty-three miles 
an hour. That is marvellous, and I would 
like to know whether the Admiralty have 
itin their mind to extend that system of 
propulsion. The “ Belleisle ” experiments 
must have taught the Admiralty the 
enormous importance of more largely 
adopting electric power in all our battle- 
ships and cruisers for working the guns 
and other machinery which now require 
to be worked by steam power. In these 
days, with steam worked at 250 Ib. to 


300 ib. pressure, if a steam pipe were | 


cut hy shot or shell, the result would be 
very serious indeed. Electric power is 


very largely adopted in the American 


{17 JuLy 1900} 


Of course no one is allowed | 
to go on board, but anyone can go into 
the dockyard, and by merely looking at | 
the vessel there and judging for one’s- | 
self, one cannot fail to be struck with what | 


that he- 
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| Navy for working the turrets and all the 
| other machinery, and I hope the Admi- 
ralty will in that respect follow the ex- 
ample of the United States. Wires can 
be carried all over the ship out of sight, 
and are not likely to be injured in the 
hour of battle. In conclusion, I may say 
that I donot share the views uttered in 
this House by the opponents of water- 
tube boilers, and I, for one, regret the 
appointment of the Committee, although 
Ihave no doubt that the result of the 
inquiry will be the triumphant success of 
these boilers. 


Mr. C. H. WILSON (Hull, W.): I 
think I ought, having had more, perhaps, 
practical experience of the working of 
water-tube boilers at sea than any other 
member of the House, to give to the 
House the results of that experience, 
which certainly do not bear out the 
violent charges made by the hon. Member 
for Gateshead. I do not think we have 
gone far enough back in this story. When 
this patent was introduced into the Navy 
a difficulty had arisen in regard to the old 
cylindrical boilers in making them strong 
enough and heavy enough to do their 
work. It might have been a mistaken 
policy on the part of the Board of Admi- 
ralty, but I was under the impression that 
the cylindrical boilers in the old ships of 
war would not have passed the require- 
ments of the Board of Trade for mercan- 
tile steamers. If that be so, it may 
account for some of the difficulties which 
arose from the use of the cylindrical 
boilers. The Admiralty, therefore, may 
have thought that something might be 
done with water-tube boilers, which were 
then coming to the front, and were being 
used in foreign navies. About the same 
time this country became subject to one 
of these constantly recurring scares as to 
the sutticiency of our naval defence, which 
every now and again make their 
way into the House of Commons. The 
Government of the day were pressed to 
build more ships as speedily as possible, 
and even to-night we have had_ hon. 
Members below the gangway complaining 
that they still do not build vessels fast 
enough. That is not a fault confined to 
the Admiralty. We in the mercantile 
marine cannot get our ships built up to 
time. Our experience is that when we 
order ships to be built by a certain time 
| the shipbuilders take almost double the 
| contract period, or at least make a very 
i 
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considerable addition to it; so that the 
Admiralty, after all, may not be so much 
at fault as some hon. Gentlemen allege. 
Water-tube boilers forced themselves on 
the attention of the Admiralty to remedy 
several of the evils of the old cylindrical 
boilers. Then the Belleville boiler, in 
a way, became the fashion, with its high- 
sounding name ; and, even after the Ad- 
miralty Memorandum has been pulled to 
pieces, it has been shown that, at great 
expense, many of the foreign Admiralties 
are using these Belleville boilers. The 
use of the water-tube boiler at sea is a 
new thing, but on land it was not new. 
Hon. Members on this side of the House 
have had many years experience of 
water-tube boilers, although I am not at 
the moment going to refer to any special 
water-tube boilers. When the Admiralty 
once embarked on the use of water-tube 
boilers, after the country and the 
House drove them forward to build 
more ships as quickly as possible, they 
had no time to make experiments with 
different classes of water-tube boilers. 
Even now, after so many years experi- 
ence, I personally have been almost grati- 
fied to find, from the Memorandum of the 
Admiralty, that matters are not so bad 
as they might be. That is faint praise ; 
but what has struck me is that perhaps 
the Admiralty practice has been somewhat 
lax in their designing and supervision of 
construction, not of the boilers only, but 
of the machinery of the ships on which 
the success of the boilers more or less 
depends. If the machinery gives way, 
or there are leakages and other faults, 
these react on the boilers, and do not 
give them the fair chance they ought to 
have. I think the Admiralty practice 
must have been considerably at fault 
when we see the long list of defects pub- 
lished in this Memorandum. Last year I 
was told by the captain of one of the ships 
of the Mediterranean Squadron that the 
feed-pipes were so bad that they could 
not keep the boilers supplied with water ; 
and consequently, if the ship had 
encountered bad weather, there. would 
have been great danger of her loss, 
leaving out of the question altogether the 
fighting capabilities of the ship. Again, 
these defects are not confined to the 
Admiralty ships alone. The same faults 
are to be found in the mercantile 
marine, partly on account of the 
latest forms of machinery both in naval 
and mercantile ships. No doubt this 


Mr. UC. H. Wilson. 
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increase of pressure has created these 
difficulties. [ was told the other day by 
a naval captain that the French naval 
authorities avoid to a great extent many 
of the faults which are shown in this 
Admiralty Memorandum by not working 
their ships at the full pressure which the 
boilers are capable of. If that be so, the 
French ships might develop the same 
faults under similar conditions. It is 
constantly being asked why do not these 
ships steam at the highest speeds; and 
complaints are made that they do not. | 
imagine that the Admiralty authorities in 
too many instances, in their attempts to 
attain these highest speeds, have worked 
the machinery, for long distances too, at 
a greater pressure than is desirable or 
wise on their part. Take the experience 
of my own firm. To some extent we 
found the same faults with the old eylin- 
drical boilers which the Admiralty did ; 
and we have in the same way asked our- 
selves how these things could be remedied. 
Water-tube boilers were brought before us 
eight years ago, and one was put in the 
ship called “ Nero,” which has been con- 
tinuously at work ever since. How many 
thousands of joints it has I do not know, 
but practically they have given us no 
trouble. I will give our experience with 
water-tube boilers, in the hope that it may 
be of some interest to the House, to the 
Admiralty, and likewise, possibly, to the 
country, because a scare has arisen that 
these water-tube boilers are inetticient, 
and that we are likely to have the terrible 
catastrophes predicted by my hon. friend 
the Member for Gateshead. In 1893 we 
got to work with the “ Nero,” and since 
then she has made seventy-nine voyages, 
and run 165,965 knots. In 1895 we 
built the steamer called the “ Hero.” 


CoMMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness) : Were these fitted with 
the Belleville boilers ? 


Mr. C. H. WILSON: No; they were 
fitted with Babeock’s English water-tube 
boilers. The “ Hero” made 257 voyages 
out and home, that is from Hull to 
continental ports and back again, and 
ran 131,045 knots. In 1896 we took 
the old cylindrical boilers out of another 
of our steamers in the same way as we 
had done with the “ Nero,” and put in 
water-tube boilers in her; and she has 
made 104 voyages, and run 106,293 knots. 
In 1897 we did the same thing with 
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the “Orlando,” which has made sixty- vinced that the Admiralty will never go 


eight voyages, and run 84,306 knots. 
In 1898 the old cylindrical boilers were 
taken out of the “ Rollo,” and water-tube 
boilers substituted, and she has made 
forty-nine voyages, and run 53,975 knots. 
In 1898 the “Otto” was built for the 
short weekly continental trade, and was 
fitted with water-tube boilers. She has 


made ninety-nine voyages, and run 
5184 knots. In the same year 
the “Duello,” a new vessel, was 
fitted with water-tube boilers. She 


has made ninety-four voyages, and run 
51,291 knots. In 1899 the eylindrical 
boilers were taken out of the “Tasso,” 
and water-tube boilers put in. She has 


made twenty-seven voyages, and run 
44.046 knots. This steamer makes 


freqiient voyages from Hull to the West 
Coast of Norway, and carries a great 
many of our friends backward and for- 
ward with perfect safety. Summing up 
the results of all these steamers, I find 
that they have made 800 voyages and 
run 700,000 knots, and practically we 
have not experienced all the dangers and 
difficulties that have been predicted. I do 
not say that the water-tubde boilers are 
perfect. As we go on we get more know- 
ledge, the same as the Admiralty are 
getting ; and we are now getting as near 
periect as possible. We have steamers 
running to America once a week, and we 
are taking the cylindrical boilers out of 
them and putting in water-tube boilers. 
In a few weeks they would be running a 
voyage of 7,000 miles, and that will give 
a very good test. Taking the other side 
of the question, in 1895 we had Belleville 
boilers put into the “Ohio,” but they 
Were not satisfactory, and we took them 
out after runs of 111,000 knots to 
America and back. These were the first 
Belleville boilers constructed by Moles- 
worth so far as the mercantile marine is 
concerned ; and possibly they were not a 
fair test of the system. No doubt the 
experience of the Admiralty has been 
somewhat unsatisfactory ; but at the same 
time I think the Admiralty deserves the 
greatest credit for taking up this great 
question, and not allowing it to be- 
come a matter of party politics—one 
Government blaming another for doing 
this or not doing the 
thing. I hope the appointment of this 


Committee, which I am glad the Admi- 
ralty has promised, will lead to satis- 
factory results. 


Personally I feel con- 


other | 


back again to the use of cylindrical 
boilers. I have heard it stated from the 
other side of the House, by the hon. 
Member for Gateshead, that there is no 
saving in the weight by the use of water- 
tube boilers. That is a great mistake. 
There is an enormous saving in weight. 
The hon. Member is correct when he says 
that the weight of the water-tube boiler 
itself is not less than that of the cylindri- 
cal. But he omits altogether the enor- 
mous weight of the water in the 
cylindrical boilers as compared with that 
in the water-tube boilers ; and it is self- 
evident that that is a very great advan- 
tage, more especially in the Navy. But 
even in the case of the mercantile marine, 
as a practical ship-owner, I think it is a 
great advantage. Take one of our 
smaller ships : there is a saving of twenty 
tons of water. And if that ship makes 
fifty trips from Hull to the Continent and 
back, that is 100 in all. They could, by 
the use of water-tube boilers, carry 5,000 
tons more cargo. This advantageous 
saving of weight the Admiralty could put 
into guns or engines. Personally, I think 
they ought to put it into guns, because I 
have been told that French men-of-war 
are better armed than our English 
ships. I understand that the <Ad- 
miralty utilise the saving in weight 
by taking in more coal, instead of in- 


creasing the defensive and_ offensive 
power of the ships. But in the Boer 


war we have found that the range of guns 
is all-important ; and I hope that those 
Gentlemen who are responsible for the 
Navy will take a lesson from that, and 
increase the armament rather than the 
coals. It would be much better if they 
carried their coal with them in colliers, 
and so made our ships more efficient 
than those of any other country. What 
[ have said I hope will be taken for 
what it is worth. It is my opinion 
against that of hon. Members who have 
always taken an opposite view. I repeat 
that our first steamer fitted with water- 
tube boilers eight years ago is yet at 
work, and we have no reason to com- 
plain of it. I presume, therefore, I can 
speak with a certain amount of authority 
on this subject. If my experience tends 
in any way to allay the scare which has 
been excited in this country in regard to 
this matter, I feel that I shall have 
done what little I could to assist the 
| Admiralty in what, no doubt, is a very 
| 











239 Supply — 


of the House to make as easy as possible 
for them. 


Sir EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 
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difficult position, but which it is the duty | 





ships referred to in the Memorandum— 
the “ Highilyer” and the “ Minerva ”— 
he found that there had been no fewer 
| than fourteen defects in the “ Highflyer,” 
which had the Belleville type of boiler, 


land) said his hon. friend the Member for’ whereas in the “ Minerva,” which had 





Hull, in alluding to water-tube boilers 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Dr. TANNER, 
Cork Co., Mid). House counted, and forty 
Members being found present, 


Sirk EDWARD GOURLEY (con- 
tinuing) said the Memorandum which had 
just been issued by the Admiralty to hon. 
Members dealt entirely with boilers of 
the Belleville type. There was no charge 
against the manufacturers of such boilers 
as were made by Messrs. Babcock and 
Wilcox. In regard to vessels fitted with 
water-tube boilers the main charge was 
that the amount of speed for which they 
were originally designed had never been 
attained in a single vessel, and the Memo- 
randum, to his mind, with regard to the 
performances of this type of boiler was 
neither more nor less than a piece of 
special pleading. The Memorandum com- 
menced by admitting an enormous’ num- 
her of defects in connection with this type 
of boiler, and the reason assigned in the 
Memorandum for the defects not having 
been remedied and overcome in the long 
series—he might say yvears—of experi- 
ments was want of knowledge and 
ability on the part of the engineers and 
artificers who man the  engine-room. 
That was, to his mind, an unnecessary 
reflection upon the engineers employed by 
the Admiralty, and so far from this type 
of boiler being complex and difficult to 
superintend, he believed that nothing 
was so easily managed. He had himself 
gone into the boiler-rooms of the “‘ Power- 
ful,” and an explanation was given to 
him by the engineers. He saw nothing 
whatever difficult in connection with the 
manning and working of these boilers, the 
defect being not in the management but 
in connection with the type of boiler 
itself. Owing to the many defects in 
these boilers which had been developed 
in the course of time a much larger staff 
was required for superintending and doing 
the work of the vessels generally, and 
thus the vessels must be much more 
expensive to work than vessels fitted with 
the cylindrical type of boiler. With 


cylindrical boilers, there were only three 
defects. He believed that during four 
trials of sixty hours at a _ time, the 
“Minerva” had to be detained twice 
while the defects of the “ High- 
flyer” were being repaired. In con- 
nection with the Report just issued 
there was one serious omission on the 
partof the Admiralty, no allusion being 
made to the great heat connected with the 
working of this type of boiler. From the 
reports which had been received from the 
engineers and others it appeared that the 
men in the stokehold were sometimes en- 
tirely incapacitated for work. In hot 
climates, such as the Red Sea and other 
places, wherethe heat was great, extra hands 
had to be employed —Zanzibar men—wh» 
were accustomed to work in great heat. 
He could prove what he kad said with 
regard to the great heat in the use of 
these boilers by calling attention to what 
was proposed to be done. It was_pro- 
posed to introduce an eight-inch lining of 
silicate of cotton in order to cool and 
make the cabins habitable. In regard to 
the new yacht, he held that the Chief 
Constructor of the Navy, instead of de- 
signing the vessel in the office of the 
Admiralty, ought, as any shipbuilder would 
have done in building a yacht for his 
own use, to have called in the assistance 
of a naval architect accustomed to the 
designing and building of yachts. It 
was perfectly evident from the con- 
struction of the “ Victoria and Albert” 
that the ability to build yachts did not 
exist at the Admiralty. We had not yet 
been told what the extra cost was to be 
of pulling that vessel to pieces. 


THE CHAIRMAN: That question 
does not arise on this Vote. This Vote 
that we are now discussing refers to what 
is built under contract for Her Majesty’s 
Government. 


Sr EDWARD GOURLEY said the 
reason assigned for the adoption of this 
type of boiler was that it was less weight 
than the cylindrical boiler. That was 
perfectly true. He believed that the 
difference in weight in favour of the 


regard to the experiments on the two , Belleville boilers was 100 tons in favour 
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of the ‘ Highfly er” as compared with the 
“Minerva.” But what about the fuel ? 

On that point there was no information 
in the Memorandum which had _ been 
laced before them; but on page 26 of 
the Report they had the’ performances 
given of vessels with the Belleville type 
of boiler and four ships with cylindrical 
boilers. One of the vessels with 
the Belleville type of boiler made 
a continuous run from the Nore to Gib- 
raltar, a distance of 1,330 miles. During 
the run she consumed 950 tons of coal, 
whereas a cylindrical boiler ship, in a run 


of 1,298 miles, consumed only 569 tons of 
coal. Supposing both of these vessels 


had gone a distance of 3,000 miles, the 
result would have been, in regard to the 
“Diadem,” a consumption of something 
like 2,150 tons, while the consumption in 
the case of the “ Royal Arthur ” would not 
have amounted to more than 1,500 tons— 
a difference of about 600 tons in favour of 
the vessel fitted with cylindrical boilers. 
It would be admitted that coal meant dis- 
peeusent, and that a vessel which re- 
quired 2,000 tons compared badly with 
another vessel which required 1,500 tons 
—a difference of 500 tons. Ona voyage 
across the Atlantic the difference would 
be 400 tons. That was a most serious 
defect in connection with the Belleville 


type of boiler. In regard to this 
type of boiler the First Lord 
ot the Admiralty said that the 


performances of their vessels were not to 
be compared with those of the mercantile 
marine. Were our cruisers to be treated 
as though they were toys ? These vessels, 
when completed and ready for sea, ought 
to be sent on a continuous voyage of five, 
six, or seven days, in the same way as 
ships owned by large companies. We 
adopted a different “method in regard to 
the so-called trial system ; but we would 
never arrive at a correct estimate of the 
speed of our men-of-war until we adopted 
another method. He came now to another 
point, and that was the policy with regard 
to the strength of the Navy. The policy 
laid down by both parties in the State was 
that the Navy of this country, both with 


respect to ships and guns, should be equal | 


to that of two other maritime Powers— 
Franceand Russia. That wasthe policy laid 
down by the late and the previous Govern- 
ment. Whether it was the policy of 
the present Government it was impossible 
to tell. In 1889 this country had 36 


~ 
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coast defence ships ; 12 armoured cruisers ; 
and 8&6 protected cruisers; whilst France 
and Russia in the same year had only 25 

battleships afloat, and 12 building. At 
the end of 1899—ten years later—this 
country had only 34 battleships afloat, 
and 17 building—a total of 51 ; whilst 
France and Russia had 34 battleships 
afloat, and 16 building—a total of 50, or 
only one less than this country possessed. 
If our policy was to have two to one, it 
thus appeared that both with respect to 


| battleships and cruisers we were consider- 


battleships afloat and 15 building ; 12 


ably short of the number required. He 
believed that the men-of-war of other 
countries were fitted with electrical 


hoists for facilitating the rapid handling 
of munitions in time of war, and he could 
not see why similar facilities should not 
be provided on our ships. He hoped the 
Committee of Inquiry would be appointed 
quickly, and that the Admiralty would 
ascertain as early as possible all the facts 
in connection with the different types of 
boiler. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: In view of the fact 
that the First Lord cf the Admiralty has 
announced his intention of having a Com- 
mittee, I do not wish to occupy the time 
of the House with any expression of my 
own opinion, except to say that I think 
it was absolutely inevitable that the 
water-tube principle should be adopted. 
The question of the suitability of the 
Belleville boiler, or any other type, is 
an open question, but I would like to have 
some definite information from the First 
Lord in regard to the producing power 
of this country. I think it is an extremely 
serious thing when we have adopted the 
principle of two to one. It is not a 
scientific standard. What is there to 
begin with? The Navy consists of several 
classes of vessels. You cannot lump the 
whole question, and say that if Russia and 
France—the two greatest maritime Powers 
next to us—have so many battleships and 
cruisers, therefore we can adjust scientifi- 
cally the arrangements of our Fleet. But 
even taking this standard of two to one, 
to be told that we cannot complete our 
ships to attain our standard is a most 
serious position, because these ships 
were projected to keep up our strength 
to that standard. What is the use of 
having a standard if our arrangements for 
producing ships and engines are insuffi- 
cient to keep up that standard itself ? 
When the Navy Estimates were formerly 
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before us I[ 
which I 
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but perhaps the right hon. Gentleman | 


will answer now. I wish to know what 
steps are being taken as regards the de- 
velopment of our producing power. [am 
not at all sure that our naval intelligence 
staff are observing as completely and effi 
ciently as they ought to do what other 
Powers are doing. If other Powers are 
increasing their plant and arrangements 
for greater producing power, it would be 
interesting to know what we are doing in 
that direction. To my mind that is really 
the root of the whole question. I do not 
remember myself—I may be wrong—-in 


the whole history of this country of its | 


ever having been announced before in 
this House, that although ships are 
projected and necessary, we were not 
able to complete them. I am sure the 
Admiralty has done its best to push on 
these matters, but you cannot increase 
your producing power in a_ hurry. 
It is a matter of settled policy that 
requires a long time to develop, and if 
they have done all that they can it is not 
to be laid to the door of the Administra- 
tion of this particular time that the posi- 
tion is not more satisfactory. It shows 
that there has been a continuous defect 
in carrying out the policy, and in making 
the necessary arrangements for develop- 
ing the producing power. I will not go 
into the question of personnel now as I 
have a motion down to reduce the salary 
of the First Lord, and I will defer my 
remarks on that matter until the time 
comes to move. I have also a motion 
down to reduce the Vote in respect ot 
£62,000 for subventions of the merchant 
service. I shall not move that, because 
we are in the midst of great transport 
operations, and I do not think it is oypor- 
tune to go into a question of policy which 
is how under test in a practical way, and 
as far as I know the present experience is 
justifying my persistent opposition to this 
subvention principle on its present lines. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I wish to 
call the attention of the Committee to 
another matter, and that is the attitude 
of the Admiralty towards the question of 
submarine or submersible boats. I can 
only ground my complaints upon answers 
which have been given across the floor of 
the House, and it is quite possible that it 
may be a matter of necessity that those 
answers should not be more explicit. 


Sir J. Colomh, 
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The first answer is that of the First Lord 
of the Admiralty to the hon. Member for 
West Newington— 

“The submarine boat, even if the practical 
difficulties attending its use can be overcome, 
seems so far as the immediate future is con- 
cerned, to be essentially a weapon for maritime 
Powers on the defensive, and it is natural that 
those nations which anticipate holding that 
position should endeavour to develop it.” 

The second answer is one in reply to a 
question I put asking whether the Ad- 
miralty were conducting any experiments 
in regard to these submarine boats : 
the reply was that they were not doing 
so, but were watching the experiments of 
other nations. As far as we can judge, 
the attitude of the Admiralty is that they 
are not doing anything themselves in the 
way of experiments, but they are watch- 
ing the experiments of others. I venture 
frankly to say that the point of view 
from which I approach this matter is that 
of the business man. I think that, per- 
haps, Admiralty and naval matters are 
left rather too much to the discussion of 
experts and Members for naval consti- 
tuencies. Who, after all, are the most in- 
terested in the Navy? The people who 
pay most for it, and they are the produe- 
tive classes of the community. We, 
if I may number myself among them, 
are the most interested, because we con- 
tribute so largely towards it, and 
depend so much upon it. Who would 
sutfer most if we lost the supremacy of 
the sea? Ina material sense the produe- 
tive classes of the community. Therefore 
it is the manufacturing classes who are 
most interested in the Navy being kept up 
to the highest possible point of efficiency. 
I want to look at the matter from the 
point of view of the plain business 
man, and [ say from that point of 
view the attitude of the Admiralty is 
indefensible. I do not at all assume 
that there is anything in the scheme. I 
am quite prepared to grant, for the sake 
of argument, that ultimately it may be 
found that there is nothing in it. But 
that is not a sufficient reply. If you are 
conducting a great business—and there is 
no greater business than that of the Navy 
—you must not only be the first in pro- 
duction, you must also be the first in ex- 
perimenting. Inmy own smail way, if 
people about me are not experimenting 
when other people are experimenting, | 
blame them very considerably ; I say 
they are neglecting their duty. You do 
not know what may come of experiments. 
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It is quite possible that the circumstances 
at present may not be hopeful or clear ; 
but it is also more than _ possible 
that by conducting these experiments 
you will find out something which will be 
of enormous use. Therefore, my com- 
plaint is not to be answered by saying 
that these things will not succeed. My 
question is: Are you taking up the posi- 
tion you ought to take up as the head of 
a great business! Are you showing that 
enterprise and zeal and forwardness that 
are demanded by your pcsition ? Is there 
anything in this matter ? Take the 
answer of the First Lord himself. He 
says the hoat might be useful to nations 
on the defensive. But that plan of 
putting nations into two categories—those 
on the defensive, and those on the 
offensive—is illogical, Take a_ nation 
with a Navy like ours, spread all over the 
world. If any war breaks out, we shall 
be in some places on the offensive, but in 
some places also we shall be on the de- 
fensive. The matter will not be settled 
by some great naval Armageddon in 
which the great navies of the world will 
sail out into the open sea and fight each 
other until only one is left. As we have 
found in the present land war in South 
Africa, in some places we are superior, 
and in some places we are inferior ; there- 
fore, to say that because on the whole we 
are superior, and that other nations will 
have to be on the defensive with regard 
to us, does not prove that we should 
not take every possible precaution to 
have every appliance that is useful for 
defence, as well as for offence. I was, 
therefore, astonished at the apparent 
assumption underlying that answer, 
because to say that we are the nation on 
the offensive, and that other nations are 
on the defensive, is a very partial and, if 
I may say so, untrue view of the matter. 
If there is in the idea anything that is 
useful for defence, there must be an 
element of usefulness of which we ought 
to take advantage. The First Lord of 
the Admiralty in the same answer said— 
“The question of the best way” 

—and this is an acknowledgment that 
there is something in these boats— 

“of meeting its attack is receiving much con- 
sideration, and it is in this direction that prac- 
tical suggestions will be valuable.” 

Then there is something in the attack ; 
otherwise there would be no need of any- 


thing to meet that attack. You fear it ;| plan of the manceuvres, which are attract- 


{17 Jury 1900} 








Nuvy Estimates. 306. 


‘ 
| you are giving your mind to considering 
how that attack should be met. Why 
are you net giving your mind to the con- 
sideration of the means of attack, as well 
as to the means of defence against that 
attack ? ‘I here is another point to which 


I should like to call the attention 
of the Committee, and that is 
as to the course taken by other 


countries in reference to this matter. Is 
there anything in it at all! Is it a mere 
idle dream, or does there le in it the 
germ of something useful ? I think there 
does. The right hon. Gentleman referred 
in most eloquent terms to the lofty Eng- 
lish scorn that some people show in regard 
to looking to foreign nations for examples. 
3ut anybody who has in the least degree 
studied the history of naval matters 
knows that France has been ahead of us in 
a great many things. I would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that in regard 
not only to breech-loading guns, but to 
armour plate, the application of steam to 
ships of war, and to rams—in all these 
things the French were ahead of us. 
Therefore, whenever the French do any- 
thing it behoves us to look at it seriously, 
because they have been pioneers in these 
matters, and anyone who reads the 
debates in the French House of Commons 
on naval questions knows in what detail 
and with what keenness these matters are 
discussed, not merely from the point of 
view of getting higher wages for some 
particular class of men, but from the 
point of view of general national and 
naval policy. I therefore contend that 
the example of France in this matter is 
deserving of the serious attention of the 
Admiralty and of the country. The French 
are not only not doubtful about the 
matter, but they are absolutely certain 
that there is something in this idea which 
is or may be made very valuable. They 
built in 1888 the “Gymmote,” the ‘“ Gus- 
tave Zédé ” in 1893, the “ Morse” in 1899, 
and the “ Narval” in 1899. The “Narval” 
is under trial and is a success, realising 
up to a certain point the autonomous and 
offensive submarine. On the stocks are 
six submarines, all, it would seem, of the 
“ Morse ” type, and these are the ‘ Fran- 
cais ”—-they are even named ; this is no 
mere chimera, they have names—the 
“ Francais,” the “ Algerien,” the “ Korri- 
gan,” the “ Farfadet,” the “ Gnome,” 
and the “ Lutin.” Two improved “ Nar- 
vals” are being built. I find also in the 
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ing so much attention now, that the sub- | water, and of fifteen knots on the surface, 


marines “ Narval” and “ Morse” will go 
through exercises, diving and reappear- 
ing on the surface, during the review. 
All this shows that in France this matter 
has got beyond the stage of a mere dream, 
and therefore [ say that in England it 
has certainly reached a stage deserving 
experiment. There may be a certain 
amount of national excitability to which 
we are rather fond of thinking ourselves 
superior, but the French people have sub- 
scribed 300,000fr. to present one of these 
boats to the nation, and the French seven 
years programme includes the building of 
thirty-eight submarine boats. M. Lock- 
roy, the Minister of Marine, has described 
most carefully the action of one of these 
submarine boats which sailed from Turin 
to Marseilles, and which in eight minutes 
practically sunk the ‘ Magenta” ship. 
The Committee must remember that when 
you sink a battleship you sink forty to 
one in the way of value alone, because 
a battleship costs forty times as much as 
one of these boats. In the last parlia- 
mentary debate on the French Naval 
Estimates the Reporter of Navy Estimates 
said :— 

“The submarine vessels are now proved to 
be so valuable that a large number should be 
at once provided.” 

But we are not confined to France. It is 
only to-day that we have heard that France 
and the United States were the two coun- 
tries whose example was most to be looked 
to. What do the United States say ? They 
too have taken up this matter. I am 
sorry to say I am old enough to remember 
how much depends upon being ahead in 
these matters. Some Members will 
remember when the the “ Merrimac” 
came out ; it was a new development-—a 
development we should have laughed at in 
this House and which the Admiralty would 
have thought not worth experimenting 
about. Butit was an experiment which 
would have sunk the whole fleet of the 
Northern States if they hadnot hadanother 
experiment—the “Monitor.” That de- 
parture has revolutionised naval warfare, 
and therefore there is something in these 
matters. There have appeared in our 
papers pictures of the Holland boat. 
It is not an experiment even in its early 
stages; it is worked out to the most 
minute nicety. You have an arrangement 
of electricmotor power for travelling under 


the water; of gas power for searching; you | 
get a speed of eight knots under the 


Mr. Harwood. 


I saw it stated that the United States are 
to add fifty of these vessels to their fleet. 
The Naval Department of America has 
beenconsidering this matter very seriously, 
and Admiral Dewey, who will not be 
thought a mean authority, was examined 
on the question. He appeared before the 
House of Representatives Committee on 
Naval Affairs when the subject was dis- 
cussed. He told the Committee he had 
witnessed the test of the Holland boat, 
and greatly admired its performance. He 
was convinced that if the Spaniards had 
had two Holland boats in Manila Bay he 
could never have remained there. The 
two nations that have been held up to us 
this afternoon by the First Lord of the 
Admiralty as the countries which _pre- 
eminently claim our attention are 
the two nations who are not merely 
experimenting in this matter but are 
actually building these boats. I 
should not dwell so much upon this 
matter, but it is not an occasional lapse 
on the part of the Admiralty; it is an 
instance of a chronic disease. In these 
things we have always been behind, and 
we are going to be behind again. I do 
not say that nothing is certain to come 
out of the experiments, but what I do say 
is that the present course of the Admi- 
ralty does not indicate that they are 
realising their duties as managers of a 
great business upon which depends the 
welfare and safety of a great nation. To 
me it is astounding that we should be 
behind anyone in experimenting with 
anything in any direction that can throw 
any light whatever upon any improve- 
ment in this great business upon which 
so much depends. I do not pretend in 
the least to be an expert, but I do say 
that the Admiralty are taking upa wrong 
position in this matter. In conclusion, | 
would ask the Committee to consider the 
moral effect of always being in front. As 
a business man I have learnt that it is not 
merely the actual results of your experi- 
ments that are of value, but that your 
people know that no one is ever ahead of 
you, that you are always in the front in 
trying things, and this gives rise to a 
feeling of hopefulness and trust which 
cannot be obtained in any other way. 
There is also the moral effect of these 
vessels themselves. I cannot imagine 
anything more weird, uncanny, or 
more likely to strike fear into the hearts 
of your enemies than the gliding about 
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of a vessel under water, which may at any 
moment send them to the bottom. There 
is the uncertainty, the invisibility, and 
the weirdness of the thing, which have a 
fearful moral effect upon your opponents, 
which is probably far exceeding the effect 
of anything actually done by the boat. I 
plead with the right hon. Gentleman, who 
has shown such a spirit of patriotism and 
enterprise, that in this matter, as in other 
matters, he will see that the British 
Admiralty and Navy are really in front 
of all the nations of the world. 


*Caprain PHILLPOTTS (Devonshire, 
Torquay): Like many other hon, Members 
in this House Ido not pretend to be able 
to give an authoritative opinion upon the 
vexed question of water-tube boilers ; that 
is a question to be threshed out by a 
committee of experts. But there is one 


{17 Juty 1900} 





subject in connection with water-tube | 


boilers upon which I do venture to offer 
an opinion, and that is the complement of 
artificers, and especially in regard to these 
boilers. We have only to read the 
Memorandum which has been supplied to 
us to see that many of the accidents which 
have occurred have been due to want of 
efficiency and to the lack of proper inspec- 
tion and manipulation of these complicated 
engines. When I tell the Committee 
that the complement of artificers on 
cruisers of the “ Highflyer” class is only 
nine, it will be enough to show that that 
complement is not sufficient to carry out 
the important duties demanded from the 
engine-room staff. One hon. Member 


| 


| 





opposite told us that there were 48,000 | 


joints in connection with these boilers 
and the machinery, with a steam pressure 
of between 250 and 300 pounds to the 
syuare inch. That means that every 
single artificer has over 5,300 joints with 
which to occupy his spare time. I say 
to occupy his “ spare time,” because he has 
his watch to keep, and in addition to his 
duties in the engine-room, the artificers 
and engineers have to look after the 
auxiliary engines, the electric light 
engine, and the thousand and one com- 
plicated machines that exist on board 
Her Majesty’s ships. I therefore assert, 
without hesitation, that there is not a 
single engineer or executive officer in the 
Navy who will say that the engine-room 
complement is anything like sufficient, 
and I hope my right hon. friend will 
take immediate steps to remedy that 
state of things. I am quite aware of the 
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difficulty of engaging skilled artificers ; 
but, after all, the question of engaging 
men of that class is more or less a matter 
of money; and I am quite certain that this 
Committee, if called upon, will ungrudg- 
ingly vote the necessary funds to provide 
additional or increased pay if such be de- 
manded in order to get the proper number 
of men to attend to the work of the 
engines and boilers of these vessels. [ 
am not referring to ships fitted with 
cylindrical boilers. Their complement 
is about the same, but the work is 
not nearly so hard, and the men have 


a much hetter chance of properly 
carrying out their duties. There 


are undoubtedly many great advantages 
in connection with water-tube boilers, 
most of which are pointed out in the 
Memorandum ; but there is one advantage 
which may fairly be claimed for them 
which is not alluded to—namely, the fact 
of the machinery being below the water- 
line. Recently I had an opportunity of 
seeing the drawings of two ships of 
exactly the same class—the “ Talbot ” and 
the “ Highflyer” class. The “Talbot” 
was a very successful ship, getting uv 
her speed and doing her work most 
efficiently, but her cylinders are 4 feet 
above the water-line, and have to be pro- 
tected by a steel dome; whereas in the 
ship of the same size of the ‘‘ Highflyer’” 
class they are all under one steel deck, 
which does not come above the water- 
line. Gentlemen who have experience 
only of mail steamers and _ passenger: 
ships do not realise the difference of 
the conditions that prevail on board. 
Her Majesty’s ships. Several speakers 
have wondered why our fast cruisers, 
cannot keep up their speed on a voyage 
across the Atlantic. They are never 
intended to do anything of the kind. 
They are designed and intended to keep 
up their high rate of speed for chasing, or, 
in emergency, avoiding an enemy. They 
are not intended to make a voyage at 
that speed, and it would be perfectly im- 
possible with existing conditions to design 
a ship with all the necessary qualities of 
a man-of-war which could do such work. 
I will in a very few words endeavour to 
illustrate my meaning. Take the case of 
the “ Terrible,” a vessel of 14,000 tons, 
and the “Campania,” one of the most 
successful of ocean mail steamers, of a 
slightly less tonnage. The length of the 
“Campania” is somewhere about 100 
feet greater than that of the “ Terrible ”; 
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her amidship section is very much less, 
and there is no necessity to keep her 
engines below the water-line, as they are 
not exposed to shell fire. It is perfectly 
evident to anyone who is acquainted with 
the operations of designing a ship that it 
is impossible to get the same speed in a 
short broad boat that you can in a long 
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narrow one, unless you devote the whole | 


space to the engines and boilers, and that 
obviously would be impossible in a man- 
of-war. We also hear a great deal 
about the expenditure of coal in connec- 
tion with some of our men-of-war, but 
the fact is often lost sight of that an 
enormous amount of coal is expended in 
connection with the auxiliary engines, the 
engines for working the turrets, for 
electric lighting purposes, ventilating, 
and other matters. So far it has not 
been found possible to obviate the in- 
«reased waste that occurs when steam 


leaves the boilers at a very high pressure, | 


and a certain amount of the additional 
expenditure on water-tube boilers may be 
accounted for inthat way. For my part, 


I believe that the boiler of the future | 


will be some form of water-tube boiler, 
and I think that the results of the labours 
of this Committee which is to be appointed 
will be of the very greatest use to the 
country. I now turn to another subject. 
I notice in the Navy Estimates this year 


provision is made for the construction of | 


several armoured and protected cruisers. 
I wish to draw the attention of the First 
Lord of the Admiralty to the armaments it 
is proposed to place on board those ships. 
Take the armaments of the armoured 
cruisers of 9,800 tons. I find that they 
consist of fourteen 6-inch guns, which is 
avery much lighter armament than would 
he placed upon a cruiser of anything like 
that tonnage built by any foreign Power. 
[ find in the “ Ariadne” class, which are 
vessels of 11,000 tons, the armament 
consists of sixteen 6-inch guns. I con- 
tend that that is a mistake. What is the 
use of designing your ships for coal- 
carrying capacity and a high rate of speed 
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the opinion of officers who will have the 

| command of these ships, would be jn 

|favour of supplying them with guns of 

| . 

| greater power and calibre than the pro 
I would ask my right 
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| posed armament. 
hon. friend to consider this point before 
those vessels get too far advanced to alter 
their armour. Once the construction is 
so far advanced alterations can only be 
| made by a very great sacrifice of time, 
| money, and material, and in the opinion 
| of vast numbers of naval officers, it is 
| essential that this matter should he con- 
sidered before the vessels are further 
| advanced. There is another point in con- 
nection with this subject of which | 
would remind the Committee. Speaking 
broadly, the power of penetration of the 
gun is equal to about one and a half 
times its calibre. Therefore, a 6-inch 
gun would penetrate nine inches of 
armour, and a 9°2-inch gun would pene- 
trate nearly fourteen inches of armour. 
We see from the reports not only of our 
own ironclads, but of the ironclads being 
built by foreign nations, that they profess 
to attain a speed of nineteen knots. It 
|is easy to imagine that one of our 
heavy cruisers might be pursued by 
an enemy’s battleship so near her own 
|speed that she might be placed in a 

very awkward position; whereas _ if 

she carried a couple of 9°2-inch guns 

in a turret aft, it would _ probably 
make all the difference between escape 
and capture. I beg to submit this sug- 
'gestion to my right hon. friend in the 
hope that he will give it his further con- 
sideration. I now come to the question 
of the experiments of the “ Belleisle.” I 
have read some of the criticisms and 
accounts of those experiments which have 
appeared in the public press. According 
| to some people’s ideas one would imagine 
that it was supposed that any ship which 
j ever had been designed could have kept 
| afloat after being subjected to the terrific 
| fire which was opened upon the “ Belleisle.” 

I venture to say that there is not a ship 
| either designed or built that would have 


when, within range of the enemy, they | remained afloat subject to the same condi- 
may find themselves hopelessly outclassed? | tions as prevailed on the occasion to 


1 am well aware that there are many 
persons whose opinion is worthy of the 


which I refer. If the ‘ Belleisle” had 
not been sunk it would have only meant 


highest respect, who hold that these arma- | one of two things—either that our guns 


ments are sufficient, and that nothing 
should be sacrificed in the shape of coal- 
carrying capacity in order to increase 
those armaments, and yet I venture to 
say that the mass of naval opinion, and 


Capt. Phillpotts. 


would have been absolutely useless, or 
that our gunners would have been worse 
than useless With regard to the ques- 
tion of fire between decks on board ship, | 
think it has been much exaggerated. I 
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was glad to see the result of those 
experiments, because it was quite 
what I expected. The danger has been 
yery much overrated. I have never 
seen a fire between decks on board a ship 
in my life, and I have only seen six fires 
below deck, and only two of those were 
serious. In the case of a fire on board 
ship the real danger is in regard to the 
smoke, but there is not sufficient material 
between decks on board a man-of-war 
prepared for action to make sutticient 
smoke to be a source of danger. [| am 
quite certain that, providing there were 
any of the crew left alive after being 
subjected to murderous fire that would 
probably occur in a naval action, 
if any fire occurred it could easily be 
extinguished. There is also the ques- 
tion of wooden decks. The last portion 
of a ship that burns is her deck. I re- 
member the occasion of a fire on board a 
transport which had been smouldering for 
hours before it was discovered. Part of 
the main decks were charred through, and 
to walk along it was like going over thin 
ice ; nevertheless, by doing so we were 
enabled to save the ship, whereas if 
there had been an iron deck we would 
not have been able to walk on it on 
account of the heat, and the vessel would 
have been lost. It has been proved, even 
in wooden ships, that the deck is about 
the last portion of the ship to burn. 
The only other case of a fire I ever saw 
was that of the Bombay, and in this case 
some of the guns on the ship were loaded 
at the time the fire broke out. Some 
twenty minutes or half an hour after 
everybody had been driven out of the 
ship by the flames and smoke, these guns 
went off and it was a plain proof from the 
direction of the shots that the deck of the 
vessel was intact at the time. That 
shows, I think, that the deck does not 
burn so readily as the parts of the ship 
that are upright. That view was borne 
out by another fire on board ship where 
the guns went off after the crew had all 
left the ship, and a number of men were 
wounded on a ship which was moored 
alongside. Therefore I think it is clear 
that the danger of fire between decks has 
been very much overrated. The hon. 
Member for Bolton has referred to the 
question of submarine boats, but that is 
a very old story. Submarine boats have 
been experimented with now for nearly 
forty years. I remember that some 
experiments were made with a submarine 
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boat in Valparaiso Harbour. It was a 
perfect submarine boat, for it went down 
and has not come up since. No doubt 
something may be done in this direction, 
and something may be learned, and I am 
glad that the Admiralty are turning their 
attention to this matter. 


*Sir =U. KAYSHUTTLEWORTH 
(Laneashire, Clitheroe): The leader of 
the Opposition has given expression to 
the satisfaction felt in all quarters of the 
House at the promise of a Committee. 
So that there is no need for me 
to say more upon that point. 
There is one phrase used by my 
right hon. friend with respect to the 
officials at the Admiralty which I, as an 
old member of the Admiralty, may be 
allowed to emphasise. It is that I[ 
cordially hope there will be no feelings 
of regret, or any notion that an aspersion 
is cast upon anybody, at the Admiralty, by 
the appointment of this Committee. No 
doubt the House has read with a good 
deal of interest the very frank admission 
which is made in the Memorandum of the 
defects which have occurred in the ships 
both in regard to boilers and engines. I 
think this Committee will meet the un- 
doubted uneasiness which exists in the 
minds of many people in this country 
upon this subject, and the Committee is 
not intended in any sense as a reflection 
upon the Admiralty at large, and 
certainly not upon the Engineer-in-chief, 
Sir John Durston, who has _ borne 
such a heavy responsibility and 
taken such a bold step in advising the 
Admiralty to adopt water-tube boilers. 
Perhaps | may be allowed to say that I 
think there has been a somewhat un- 
gracious response, at all events on the 
part of one or two Members on the other 
side of the House, to this announcement 


‘of the First Lord of the Admiralty. On 


this side of the House I think I may 


‘claim that his remarks have been received 


in a more gracious spirit. The hon. Mem- 
ber for the Shipley division and the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn did not seem to 
accept graciously the answer of the right 
hon. gentleman in regard to the Belle- 
ville boilers. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 
hon. Gentleman has no right to say that, 
for I accepted it most graciously. 
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*Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
There are some very important and | 
serious matters for this Committee to in- 
quire into, and amongst them I will only 
refer to two. After all, it does seem to 
me that it is somewhat a beating of the 
air and a waste of the valuable time of 


this House at this stage of the session to | 


enter into any full debate upon the sub- 


ject of water-tube boilers, for the 
consideration of which, this Com- 
mittee has been apppointed. I think | 


hon. Members who came down prepared 
to deliver speeches on the subject of | 
water-tube boilers may very well put their 
notes in their pockets, as I intend to do, 
and leave the subject to be thoroughly 
threshed out by the Committee. I do 


hope that great attention will be paid to |h 


what the First Lord of the Admiralty 
very truly called a very important part of 


the subject—namely, the human element. | 


All the speakers who have spoken with 
knowledge upon this subject to-day have 
dealt w ith the human element. It is a 
fact which is known to those who have 
paid close attention to this subject that, 
in some of the ships in our Navy and in 
many foreign ships where these very 
boilers have been used, the difficulties 
have been overcome, and it does seem to 
me that if the human element is after all 


the greatest difficulty in the matter, the | 
solve is | 


most important problem to 
the training of the human element that 


has so much to do with these water-tube | 


boilers. The personnel of our engine-room 


and stoke-hole contingents seems to 
be a very important matter for con- 
sideration. There is another point which 


I will only just mention. First of all let 
me say that I entirely agree that neither 


the present Board of Admiralty nor its | 


predecessor is pledged to any particular 
type of water-tube boilers. It was 


decided some years ago that water-tube | 
boilers should be applied not only to | 


torpedo destroyers but to big ships, and 
the only available water-tube boiler was 
the Belleville boiler. 1 particularly wish 
to put in that preface before saying what 
I amabout to say. I remember very well | 
that my hon. friend the Member for 
Lewisham stated in a speech, a year 


ago, that the water-tube boiler had come | 


to stay. I think that is the general 
opinion of persons in this House and out- 
side. So far as the navies of the world, 
and our own Navy in particular, are con- 
cerned, I adopt the phrase of my hon. 





| tube boilers, 


MONS} 


| friend that the water-tube boiler has come 
to stay. I do not think that anybody 
| with an intelligent acquaintance with the 
| subject, who considers the question with- 
out prejudice and without partial affec. 
tion for the old cylindrical boiler, would 
have come to any different conclusion, 
There is no reason on that ground 
'why we should be wedded to the 
oe boiler. But, having adopted 
this French invention, [ think the 
| House will agree with me that we should 
| gather all the light we can from the ad- 
vances which have been made in France 
pees other countries, and I think we ought 
also to avail ourselves of all the experi- 
ence which has heen gained by the 
inventor and his firm. The fact is per- 
haps known to some Members of this 
| House that a gentleman who occupied not 
long ago the position of Director of Dock- 
yards, who stands very high among the 
naval constructors of this country, has 
lately paid a visit to France upon this 
subject in order to satisfy himself upon 
this point, about which he felt great 
anxiety, and he went to investigate those 
defects arising from or connected with 
the boilers and engines in ships fitted with 
| Belleville boilers. The result of those 
inquiries has been satisfactory. I think 
we should send representatives over to 
Paris to have personal interviews with 
Mr. Belleville and ascertain what has 
been done in Paris. I understand that 
Mr. Belleville will be pleased for anyone 
| from the Admiralty or the Navy to be 
| placed in possession of the full knowledge 
he possesses on the subject. We have 
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for years paid large royalties for 
the use of this invention. There- 


a claim upon Mr. Belle- 
ville, who ought to be willing to 
afford us the fullest information with 
respect to the way in which these diffi- 
culties have been overcome in France, 
for example as regards the little con- 
trivances which have been adopted for 
getting over many of the difficulties in 
connection with the corrosion of the 
tubes, leakage of joints, and the excessive 
| consumption of coal in Belleville boilers. 
I venture to suggest that this Committee 
should visit Paris, and should ascertain 
from Mr. Belleville himself all the experi- 
|ence he can give upon this subject. As 


fore we have 


| the reputation of his invention is at stake 


he will be willing to give full information. 
Passing from the subject of these water- 
I want to ask just one or 
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two questions with regard to the addi- 
tional estimate we have before us. My 
first question is with respect to the pur- 
chase of destroyers. 

doubt that, as regards the “ Viper’s” 
sister vessel, fitted with the steam 
turbine, this is a very wise purchase 
on the part of the Admiralty. But, as 
regards the rest, I observe that they 
cost more than £70,000 each, and I should 
like to have a few particulars about them. 
I should like to know what is their speed. 
The First Lord of the Admiralty told us 
that negotiations were going on at the 
commencement of the financial year in re- 
gard to these destroyers, and I am sure 
he will be ready to give the House fuller 
information on the subject. With regard 
to the repairing ship I should like to know 
what speed it will have. I do not object 
to having further repairing ships, and I 
have not a word of criticism to say against 
this proposal. I do not propose to detain 
the House any longer, although I was pre- 
pared to say more upon the water-tube 
boiler question had it not been for the 
concession of the First Lord of the Admi- 


ralty. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): I shall endeavour to act upon the 
advice of the right hon. Baronet who has 
just sat down in regard to the discussion 
of water-tube boilers, although I was pre- 
pared to go into the question at length. 
I think that is only a reasonable course 
in view of the statement made by 
the First Lord of the Admiralty 
this evening. I shall certainly take 
the advice of the right hon. Baronet, and 
I am sure he will not find me wanting in 
recognition of the concession which the 
First Lord of the Admiralty has made in 
granting this Committee. The decision 
which the First Lord has arrived at seems 
to me to be eminently in the public 
interest. It is perhaps more acceptable 
to me because, like many others, I have 
for two years been urging upon the 
Admiralty that some inquiry of this kind 
should be granted in order to set at rest 
the doubts which have affected some 
minds in respect to the merits or demerits 
of the Belleville boiler. I certainly claim 
for myself that until very recently I have 
never expressed, because I never felt justi- 
fied in expressing any very strong opinion 
against these boilers, but I have always 
said that there has been an amount of 
doubt about them which was calculated to 
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make one feel uneasy. Therefore I wel- 
come the appointment of this Committee. 
I do not share the view which is held by 
the hon. Member for Gateshead, who 
seems actually to desire that these boilers 
should be condemned. That is not my 
view, for no one would rejoice more 
than I should if this Committee which is 
to be appointed should report absolutely 
in favour of these boilers to which the 
Navy is so largely committed. The right 
hon. Gentleman must feel that the doubt 
which has hitherto existed in regard 
to this experiment has been enormously 
increased by the publication of this Report. 
I have seen these boilers fitted, I have seen 
them under trial, and I have done my best 
toacquaint myself with their performances, 
and this Report does not come altogether 
as a surprise to me. But it is an official 
confirmation of what many of us have been 
feeling—namely, that we are commi‘ted 
to an experiment of so great a magnitude 
that it is not tolerable that we should 
continue it any longer in this condition of 
doubt. There is ample justification for 
an inquiry in the fact that there are 
forty millions sterling embarked in sixty- 
one ships, and much more than forty 
millions, because there is also the whole 
safety of the Navy, and behind that 
the safety of the nation. Now we 
have an admission — ample, official, 
undoubted — that the whole of this 
expenditure is at this moment dependent 
ona series of experiments. The Ad- 
miralty are sanguine as to the ultimate 
result of these experiments. I am most 
anxious to share that sanguine view, and 
I should be rejoiced if it is justified by 
the result ; but I do not think it is pos- 
sible that the country should be longer 
asked to subscribe to this expenditure 
until we are absolutely sure of what we 
are being committed to. I think I shall 
not be trespassing on the advice given me 
by my right hon. friend opposite if I say 
one word with regard te the work which 
I hope the Committee about to be ap- 
pointed may do. Nothing has_ struck 
me more in reading this Report than the 
curiously unscientific character of 
the experiments which have been made. 
I hear and see something now and then 
of scientific work, and of scientific ex- 
periments. We know that qualitative 
and quantitative experiments are now 
performed with a perfection and accuracy 
that guarantees almost perfect results. 





But in experiments no single trial has 
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heen made which would be regarded in) have done our best, and we have taken 
a laboratory as worthy of being called a two ships as similar as we could get, and 
test at all. The ships which have been now we are told that the experiments 
tried have not been the same in any have been unscientific because we haye 
sense. In these days the advantage is been unable to realise conditions which 
with the newer ship ; but in the very first no human power could possibly realise 
experiment that presumption is reversed, We have done our very best. 
because we are told in the Memorandum 
that the advantage was with the *Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Of course 
“Minerva,” with her trained crew, as I was not challenging the lone fides of the 
against the “Highflyer,” although the Admiralty, but I think it is permissible 
two ships were three or four years apart when we are asked to take conelnsions 
in date. That is not the way to make , from a number of trials to criticise those 
experiments. We want two ships of the trials and to point out that they could not 
same class, under the same conditions, be regarded as conclusive. [myself 
and with equal crews. I do not think ventured to suggest to the chief of the 
the hon. Member for Gateshead chal- engineering staff of the Admiralty that a 
lenged the honesty and good faith of the | trial should be made on an extensive scale, 
Admiralty officials, but [ think he was and that two vessels like the “ Diadem ” 
justified in pointing out that some forty and “ Edgar” should be sent on a long 
or fifty tons of water were carried in the | trooping voyage, where all the chances of 
tanks of the “Highflyer,” whereas that the sea might be encountered over a long 
fact is not revealed in the Report before | series of days. I suggested the “ Edgar,” 
us. That is a very relevant fact indeed, | because she is the finest example ‘that 
because it so happens that an almost could be got of the cylindrical boiler ship 
equal number of tons is quoted in another | of large dimensions. |My proposal was 
part of the Report as the weight which not adopted. The right hon. Gentle- 
would enable one of the cylindrical boiler man says, and it is perfectly true, that 
ships to produce the same horse-power if | it is very difficult to make these com- 
put in the form of machinery. Therefore, parisons. All I mean to say is that 
the hon. Gentleman was thoroughly justi- if that be so we must regard all these 
fied in calling attention to that fact. Not conclusions as approximate only, and 
in one single case in the trials between that an element of uncertainty must 
those two ships can the experiments be enter into every one of them. Then 
called scientific. The “Ocean” has been there is another matter in the Report to 
quoted. The “Ocean” is a recently con- which I wish to refer. In the coneluding 
structed ship, and presumably has in her paragraph we are told that had it not 
machinery every single appliance that been for the courage of the Admiralty in 
the most modern science could supply. | introducing the Belleville boiler into the 
She was designed especially for speed, | “ Powerful” and the “Terrible,” when 
being the fastest of the ironclads pro- they did, sixty-one ships which are 
duced up to the present time, and the enumerated in the Report as built or to 
design has been realised. But, as my hon. be built would have at least a knot less 
friend opposite said, speed is not a matter speed than they now have or will have. 
of boilers, but of a variety of causes, and That is an illusory statement. Many 
it is slightly misleading, when we are ships have been built, or are now under 
told that the “Ocean” did exactly what construction, both in this country and 
she was designed for, because that is not abroad, which have or will have this 
conclusive as regards her boilers. The superior speed, and yet have not or will 
argument of the First Lord is that these not have Belleville boilers. I think it 
ships are so dissimilar in their results that cannot be too well understood that 
it is as unfair to judge from one single it was not necessary that the Belleville 
trial of an unsuccessful ship as it would boilers should have been introduced 
be to judge from one trial of a successful in order to obtain this extra amount of 
ship. speed. The statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman, who no doubt dealt broadly 
Mr. GOSCHEN : We cannot have two | with the matter, has, I think, been the 
ships exactly alike, launched and com- cause of a little confusion. As the hon. 
missioned on the very same days, and Member for King’s Lynn pointed out, the 
exactly of the same dimensions ; but we impression created when the right hon. 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. | 
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Gentleman referred to foreign countries 
was that they had universally adopted 
the Belleville boiler. That is not the 


case. For three years I have been study- | 
ing this question, and I have taken as | 


public a part as was permitted me in these 
discussions, and I think I have some know- 
ledge of the facts. The right hon. Gentle- 
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more than a passing notice, and that is 
the question of submarine boats. This is 
clearly a case which might have been 
dealt with as a technical matter, and if the 
First Lord had come down to this House 
and said that in the opinion of the engi- 
neering advisers of the Admiralty the 


/accomplishment of the mechanical pro- 


man quoted the French Mediterranean | 


Squadror, and spoke about that splendid 
fleet, but I do not think he made it quite 


clear to the Committee that of that great | 


fleet nine of the finest vessels had not 
Belleville boilers. I only desire to 
remove the impression that the great 
French Mediterranean Squadron is an 
example to us of how the Belleville boiler 
produces extra speed. I ought to add 
that Germany, with one single exception, 
has not adopted the Belleville boiler, 
that the United States has not adopted it 
at all, and that in the Dutch fleet a very 
remarkable experiment has been made in 
some of the ships by adopting a kind of 
combined water-tube and cylinder boiler. 
Therefore I think Iam justified in saying 


blem of making and working a submarine 
boat was so remote that there was no 
reasonable probability that such a boat 
could be created, and that, therefore, we 
had no reason for action, I should have 
been very slow to contradict him, because 


/on that matter I am not competent to 


form an opinion which could be set beside 


| the opinion of the engineers of the Admi- 


ralty. But that is not the line taken by the 
First Lord. He put the question on a 
footing which enables every Member of 
this House to form a judgment on it. 


| He said that the Admiralty had not 
designed a submarine boat, and did not 


that if hon. Members were under the im- | 


pression that the general tendency of 
foreign countries had been in the direction 
of adopting the Belleville boiler that im- 
pression was formed under a misappre- 
hension, Apart from these remarks I am 
most delighted to hear that an enquiry 
is to be held. I have no doubt 
as to the bondi fide manner in which 
it will be conducted. Generally speak- 
ing this Report has been prepared 
—I will not say most creditably, because 
that was to be expected—but in a most 


satisfactory manner, which is calculated | 
| the superior Power, and the mere state- 


to give us confidence in those who have 
prepared it. I think we might have some 
more information given us on some 
points, but, on the whole, the Memo- 
randum is a worthy and informing docu- 
ment as far as it goes, and I think we 
may await with great confidence the re- 
sult of the impartial inquiry which is to 
be held, and I hope that it will result in 
establishing the view now held by the 
Admiralty. I think, with many other 
hon. Members, that the persistency with 
which the senior officials of the Admiralty 
have held to the advantages of the Belle- 
ville boiler is a matter which ought to have 
great weight, and it is a presumption 


which does require very strong evidence | 


to upset it. I should like to refer to a 


at present propose to design one, because 
a submarine boat was the weapon of the 
inferior Power. When he said that he 
reduced the whole question to a_ plain 
issue which plain men can discuss. If a 
submarine boat is impossible there is 
nothing more to be said, but if it can be 
produced as a working article—and that 
it can be produced I have no doubt what- 
ever—then this argument about the 
weapon of the inferior Power seems abso- 
lutely meaningless. The Power which pos- 
sesses the submarine boat will no longer 
be the inferior Power. The Power which 


possesses a really effective submarine 


| boat, especially in the narrow waters of 


j 


the Channel, will not be the inferior, but 


ment that we consider ourselves to be the 
superior Power will not affect the position. 
I was at Spithead the other day and saw 
one of our great battleships there, and I 
could not help asking myself what would 
happen if one of these French piunging 
boats were to approach that vessel in 
the dawn of the early morning. I saw 
absolutely nothing known to man which 
could save that ironclad in such a case. I 
am assuming that the probability of sub- 
marine navigation has been solved, and 
that these submarines, or plongeurs, can 
be made. Ido not think that is a very 
great assumption when we see a body 


like the United States Navy Department, 


_I suppose the most practical navy Depart- 


matter mentioned by the hon. Member 
for Bolton, because I think it requires | voting a large part of their energy and 


ment in the world except our own, de- 
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large sums of money to working out this | It was admitted that there was a failure 
problem. I sayit is not altogether impro- | to place guns at Singapore for fourteen 
bable to imagine that a solution will be | years ; but that failure was regarded as a 
found, and when once the problem is | great triumph of foresight, because it was 
solved, there will be no protection except | said that if the guns “had been placed 
that offered by a torpedo-net, and that is | | there fourteen years ago they would have 
a protection which every nav: al man would | been obsolete now, and that was claimed 
be reluctant to adopt ; because, if it were | as a triumph of foresight. I hope one of 
adopted, it would absolutely paralyse the these days we may not follow a little 
ship as an effective force in a naval action. | too late. Our lesson with regard to the 
If the danger is so easily guarded against | ironclads, the breechloaders, and the 
as the right hon. Gentleman seems to | armoured cruisers is exactly the same 
think, and if we may rest secure without lesson which the Austrian army experi- 
producing these boats ourselves, well and enced in 1866 when they were compelled 
good, and I am delighted to hear it, but to learn the merits of the breechloader by 
T say that the Power which possesses studying its effects on the field of battle. 
this engine will cease to be the inferior I think there is room for some misgiving 
Power and will become the superior Power. | with regard to the attitude taken up w ith 
We, beyond all nations, are exposed to the reference to submarine navigation. 
attacks of these boats. Ev eryone who 

knows the Channel must realise how ab-' *Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- 
surdly small and narrow it is. It is like dale): Lam glad to be able to say that 
a navigable inland lake, and you no this Memorandum appears to me to have 
sooner leave one side than you are at the been conceived in the most transparent 
the other. There is one classical instance | desire to state the truth, the whole truth, 
of the use of the submarine boat, and | and nothing but the truth as regards the 
that was during the civil war in the United | experience of the Admiralty in connection 
States. Three times the boat sank with with the new ships fitted with water-tube 
her crew, and three times a fresh crew was | boilers. As an engineer with considerable 
got, and ultimately she achieved her task experience of boilers in various parts of 
and sank one of the Federal ships. That the world, I venture to say that a water- 
was at a time when the mechanical ap- | tube boiler is theoretically and _ scientifi- 
pliances in connection with ship construc- cally correct. For myself I would prefer 
tion were as nothing compared with those | to see this country leading foreign nations 
of the present day, and I submit it is not instead of being led; and it is the absolute 
satisfactory that we should stand by and and patriotic duty of the Government of 
allow others to carry out this problem this country to experiment continually on 
without ourself making some attempt to | the discoveries of science and see how far 
solve it. The right hon. Gentleman re- they may be adapted to our use. 
ferred—as I thought, not very apropos of I do not consider that there is anything 
his argument—to the tendency of the in this Memorandum to convince the 
Admiralty to follow not to lead other House or the country that water-tube 
great nations. I admit that that has boilers, even of the Belleville type, have 
been the tendency, and from it I draw a/ failed, although they have been tried 
lesson not very comforting in this par- under circumstances not the most favour- 
ticular case. It has been mentioned that able for their development. I have only 
in ironclad ships we have been behind, , one comment to make from my experience 
and have been compelled to follow, that as a practical engineer upon the Ad- 
in the matter of breechloading guns we miralty’s action, or their methods of trial, 
have been behind, and have been com- | in endeavouring to ascertain whether this 
pelled to follow, and that in the matter | type of boiler was worthy of their accept- 
of armoured cruisers we have been behind, | ance, or suitable for adaptation to the 
and have been compelled to follow at a'| Navy. I think the experience they re- 
terrible disadvantage. The fact is that | quired before placing these boilers in 
not once or twice but several times we have | sixty of our first-class ships might have 
been compelled to follow. It may be | | been thoroughly attained if they had taken 
said, “Oh, but we gained a_ great /|one ship, and fitted it with a water-tube 
advantage in all these cases by not taking | boiler which was intended to be a type of 
the lead.” I heard that argument put in| the system. In the ordinary develop- 
a more striking form in the other House. ' ment of scientific engineering it is custo- 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. : 
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mary, when you have faith in a new prin- 


{17 Juty 1900} 
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| before this House, because they are the 


ciple, or in a new adaptation of an old| common events that occur in working 


principle, to place upon one trial those 
conditions which will in a very short space 
of time compress an amount of strain and 
stress for which, in the ordinary course, 


a considerable number of years would be | 


required. I cannot understand why one 
ship was not supplied with water-tube 
boilers of the best design and of the best 
workmanship, and sent for a whole year’s 
cruise all over the world with a first-class 
staff on board, and accompanied by prac- 


tical men, for the purpose of learning any- 
thing by which the country might have | 
been saved hundreds and thousands of | 


pounds. I find on page 14 of the Memo- 


randum what are called “ general obser- | 
vations,” in which some excuse is offered | 


to the House for a certain want 


of competency on the part of the personnel | 


of the staffs of these ships, and also a 


want of a calculation of the peculiar:ties | 


of these boilers. It would seem that the 
staff were so much occupied with the 
imperfect trial: of many ships at the same 
time that they were over-taxed. But 
surely in order to arrive at the truth which 
experience can give in the quickest pessi- 
ble way, the rational thing would have 
been for the Admiralty to have taken one 
ship and condensed inte one year the 
experience of four or five. Now we are 
told that we must not expect that all the 
weaknesses of these boilers would be dis- 
covered in four or five years. But the 
Admiralty ought to have created possible 
weaknesses in one ship for the purpose of 
dealing exhaustively with them. In this 
way they would have discovered innu- 
merable details which appeared in the 
ships which were subsequently tried, and 


the tax upon the staff would have | 


been greatly diminished. Scientifically, 
small water-tubes are much better than 
larger water-tubes for the purpose of 
generating steam; and what is scientifi- 
cally and theoretically right cannot be 
practically wrong. It used to be said 
that a thing might be right in theory 
hut wrong in practice. Now we know 
that what is theoretically right only 
needs human ingenuity to make it right 
in practice also. I maintain that this 
Memorandum does not do justice even to 
the Admiralty themselves. I am struck 
with the singular, almost innocent, 
ingenuousness of the confessions made 
here. There are many matters mentioned 
in detail that need not have been brought 


/ machinery of every kind. But it appears to 
| me that the whole scheme of machinery 
and apparatus throughout the ships is 
eminently a source of very great alarm. 
I am led to believe, from a study of this 
Memorandum, that there is something 
very radically wrong in designing the 
details of the system of the machinery on 
' board the ships of war, or that the work is 
| let to contractors under conditions that 
do not admit of that work being 
executed in the most perfect way possible. 
I will not call it cheese-paring ; but there 
is some mistaken policy on the part of the 
Admiralty, or some lack in the discharge 
of duty. I cannot believe that this com- 
plaint would lie at the door of any con- 
| tractor in this country worthy of being 
entrusted with the construction of a ship 
of war. I hope the Committee will not 
confine itself solely to the question of 
| water-tube boilers. That is a matter 
| which will settle itself in due course. 
| What is more serious than water-tube 
| boilers are the statements made in this 
| Memorandum, leading us to believe that 
| throughout the whole engineering prac- 
tice of the Admiralty there is something 
| radically wrong in not providing more 
etlicient apparatus to meet the stress and 
strain of high pressure. The First Lord 
| spoke of a pressure of 200 lbs. or 300 Ibs. 
as something very high; but we are 
} accustomed to that in land work, and 
provision has to be made that the 
| steam pipes do not leak, and that the 
| valves and other accessories do not give 
|way. All that should be based on 
| principles and practice perfectly well 
| known, and which are,in fact, the common- 
places of engineering science. This 
| Memorandum — drafted, I presume, 
‘by the First Lord’s official ad- 
been prepared with a 


visers—has 
‘eandour which is beyond all praise. 
| There never has been a document. pre- 
| sented to Parliament more transparently 
| honest, or drawn up with a more sincere 
desire to be absolutely truthful. I may 
overestimate the gravity of the words 
used, but I do feel uneasy on the point, 
that there are throughout the ships and 
the apparatus on board them here de- 
scribed, a certain weakness and certain 
defects running throughout the whole 
arrangements which demand the most 
earnest attention of the engineering staff 
| of the Admiralty, and which will call for 
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the attention of the Committee to be ap- 
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| Mr. JOHN PENN (Lewisham): As 


pointed. One of the explanations which | one who asked for the appointment of a 


the First Lord gave as to the difficulty of | ¢ 
maintaining these ships at a constant | 


speed throughout the length of their 
voyages was the long range of steam 
pipes passing from the boiler-room right 
through the ship to auxiliary engines, 
etc. It was, he said, very difficult to 
keep these pipes tight on account of the 
vibration of the ship, especially with steam 
at a pressure of 300]bs. But is it absolutely 
beyond the power of the Admiralty to 
provide another means of transmitting 
power? Why, we have been passing 
Bills in this House for transmitting elec- 
trical current for power for miles and 
miles on land ; and there is less difficulty 
in doing so on board ship. The motors 
and other mechanical appliances for trans- 
mitting the electrical power could easily 
be established in a central station near the 
chief engines and boilers, and all steam 
pipes avoided. If I understand the 
right hon. Gentleman aright, I am very 
distrustful of the attention paid by the 
engineering staff to what is called the 
subordinate positions. There is no 
country in the world containing a greater 
amount of genius in the chief construc- 
tors and the higher engineering staff than 
our own, but we have not got the great 
army of young men coming out of the 
schools able to take up the control of 
scientific details in subordinate positions. 
As “all roads lead to Rome,” so if once we 
provided good scientific education, the 
Government would be provided with a 
large number of highly trained young men 
who would be forthcoming to take charge 
of every detail in our ships. We must 
remember that it is not the large but the 
small things in these ships which make 
for success. It is the greatness of the 
little. It is the want of vigilance in the 
smallest detail out of sight of the chief 
engineer and the captain which leads to 
disaster. Ido hope the First Lord will 
take these matters into consideration. 
We want our Navy to be stronger year 
after year. We want it to be the chief 
defence of our country and the Empire, 
and we do not care what money is spent 
upon it. But we want the best equip- 
ment and the services of scientifically 
trained young men, ready to face every 
scientific development, including water- 
tube boilers. Under such circumstances 
we need not fear that our Navy! 


ommittee to investigate the subject of 
| water-tube boilers, I seize this oppor- 
itunity of thanking the Admiralty for 
taking a step which I believe will be of 
| very great advantage to the public ser- 
vice. There is, however, one point I 
}want to make. I understand that this 
Committee will deal only with the ques- 
jtion of water-tube boilers. I would 
venture to ask, if I may not be considered 
|a bore, that the reference should be ex- 
tended so as to include the engine-room 
complement within the scope of the 
inquiry. And for this reason, that what- 
ever form of water-tube boiler is to be 
adopted in the service, it is fairly obvious 
that the water-tube boiler will take a 
larger amount of attention than the old 
cylindrical boiler, because of the larger 
number of mechanical accessories. That 
should be borne in mind by the Com- 
mittee in making their investigation. The 
right hon. Baronet the late Secretary to the 
Admiralty raised a point as to the Belle- 
ville Company being located in France ; 
and he was anxious that there should be 
larger conferences with the authorities in 
France. I want to be independent of the 
Belleville Company. I am not one of 
those who think that we are dependent 
on ideas in Paris. Besides, this running 
over to Paris for ideas might come under 
the doctrine of contraband of war. I 
have more faith than the Admiralty in’ the 
engineering talent of our own country. In 
these debates we hear of the extraordinary 
performances of the ships of the merean- 
tile marine. It is quite true that some of 
|these ships can keep up a speed of 
20 knots an hour, but I would like them 
to be handed over to the engineers in our 
dockyards and run at full power. I doubt 
whether a very large margin over 20 knots 
would then be found. Tagain thank the 
Admiralty for granting this Committee. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): This discussion has raised a subject 
ot great importance, and I am not going to 
add one unnecessary word to what has 
been said about the Belleville boilers. It 
devolved on me to bear the first brunt of 
the attack on these boilers five years ago 
from the hon. Member for Gateshead. I 
should like to associate myself with what 


will be unworthy of the country of | has been said as to the course taken by 


which we are all so proud. 


Mr. Mather. 


the Admiralty. I thoroughly approve 
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and welcome the concessions made by the 
First Lord. I entirely believe in the 
candour of the Memorandum laid on the 
Table, and [I thank him for having admi 
rably fulfilled the suggestions I made to 
him three weeks ago. I think the dis- 
cussions on the Belleville boiler may weil 
cease after the announcement made by 
the First Lord, and [ hope that the in- 
quiry will be useful. [understand that 
something has been said on another tech- 
nical point on which the First Lord has 
not made any announcement —that is in 
regard to submarine boas in’ ether 
navies. [ daresay the First Lord will 
tell us what is the deliberate view of 
the Admiralty on that subject after 
a consideration of five years. In the time 
of the old Board I do not think it was very 
possible to get a hearing on the matter ; 
but the question has developed enor- 
mously since both in France and America. 
[ think the House and the country havea 
right to know what the First Lord, 
alvised as he is by the best expert evi- 
dence, thinks is the true policy to be 
pursued by this country. One other word 
of entirely general interest. Not a single 
remark has been made to-night so far as I 
know about the alarming growth of this 
Vote. This is the master Vote of the 
Navy Estimates; it controls all other 
Votes; and if it is increased all the other 
Votes must necessarily be increased, and 
yet not one word has been said on either 
side of the House about the tremendous 
prospect opened out to us. Let me read 
one or two figures. Eleven years ago the 
Shipbuilding Vote stood at £4,300,000 in 
atotal Navy Estimate of £13,000,000— 

orin a normal year when there was no 
particular fiuctuation, a proportion of four 
tothirteen. In 1894-5 the Shipbuilding 
Vote had inereased to £7,300,000 

or nearly double out of a total Navy 
Estimate of £18,400,000. Where are we 
now? I am taking no account of the 
additional Estimates which the First Lord 
will lay on the Table by and by; but 
this year the Shipbuilding Vote is 
£13,100,000, very near the total Navy 
Fstimate of 1888-9; and the total Navy 
Estimate this year has reached the 
ilarming figure of £28,500,000, although 
that is not by any means so large 
’ it must become through the 
uatural consequences of the Shipbuilding 
Vote. If we had the same numerical 
proportion as we had in normal times, we 
should have in ten years, even if not a 
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penny were added to the Shipbuilding 


Vote, a total Navy Estimate of 
£40,000,000. No one can, at the present 


moment, gain any sort of popularity by 
calling attention to this enormous ex- 
penditure ; indeed he may possibly suffer 
personal damage in doing so. — But 
surely those responsible, however strongly 
they may believe in the necessity of a 
powerful Navy, should have the courage 
to point out to the people the enormity of 
the expenditure now reached, and the 
prospect of a still greater expenditure to 
he reached in future. ‘There is only one 
other point [ desire to refer to, and that 
is that the benefit of the thirty millions 
sterling we are now spending on _ the 
Navy accrues as much to our self-governing 
colonies as it does to Ireland or Scot- 
land. Ireland and Scotland stand to 
the United Kingdom numerically in about 
the same proportion as Australia and 
Canada, and yet Australia and Canada do 
not contribute one farthing towards the 
Imperial naval expenditure. The only 
people who have proposed to pay 


a scintilla of its great obligation 
towards naval expenditure is the 
despised {minority of Cape Colony. 


I venture to say that at the present 
moment, having regard to the state of 
our colonies and their feelings towards us, 
it would not be inopportune to suggest 
to them that they are rich, richer than 
many of those who have to contribute to- 
wardsthe naval expenditure in thiscountry, 
and that they should contribute. Why 
should Australia have a free Navy pro- 
vided for it at the expense of the poorest 
washerwoman in Ireland or Scotland ? 
lor every million we are voting to-night 
another quarter of a million will be re- 
quired, and it is only right that our 
colonies should contribute to our naval 
expenditure, 


*Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said he did not propose to 
follow the hon. Gentleman who had 
just addressed the House, but to come 
back to the question of the water-tube 
boilers. As a shipowner of some ex- 
perience he might say that water-tube 
boilers had both advantages and dis- 
advantages, and if we were wrong using 
them in our Navy other countries who 
had followed our lead in this matter were 
also wrong, so that there need be no 
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alarm in the matter. 
was, however, bound to except two 
countries. The United States of America 
had not blindly followed our lead in this 
matter, and our German friends did not 


rely upon the water tube boilers altogether, | 


and in their later and newer vessels were 


{COMMONS} 


In this regard he | not believe in the Belleville boilers in the 
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' slightest, he did thoroughly believe in the 


First Lord of the Admiralty, who had 
given his best attention to the subject. If 


|there was anything wrong in the matter 


placing boilers of both kinds. The right | 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the | 


Admiralty had rather disarmed criticism 
by suggesting the appointment of a 


Committee to inquire into the matter, | 
and although he (Mr. Maclver) felt a} 


great deal of sympathy with him, he 


was not much in favour of this} 
Committee. He did not think this | 
Committee would discover anything 


further than would be ascertained by 
spending a few days at Newhaven or 
Dieppe. He thought we should en- 
deavour to obtain information as to the 
merits and the demerits of the Belleville 
boilers wherever we could. The Great 
Western Railway, with which he was con- 
nected, possessed several steamers, and a 
short time previously he inquired of 
the marine superintendent as to the 
working of these boilers. That gentleman 
had previously been in the service of the 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Rail- 
way, whose steamers, with those of the 


the right hon. Gentleman was not to 
blame, but the professional advice with 
which he had been assisted, and this was 
also true as regarded the Secretary to the 
Admiralty and the Junior Lord. One fact 
was beyond dispute ; in many points the 
Navy did not, as regards much of its 
everyday work, differ materially from the 
mercantile marine, and if in the experience 
of the mercantile marine these boilers 
had proved to be what they were said 
to be, they would not have been dis. 
carded as they had been. But in the 
mercantile service they had proved to 
be of no use at all. He had not the 
slightest doubt that for many purposes 
water-tube boilers were the right thing 
_—for destroyers and for small vessels, 
| for instance, but when it came to vessels 
_ of considerable size into which forty-eight 
| boilers had to be put, then there were 
| 48,000 different things to look after, which 
| it was almost impossible: for human skill 
| to successfully do. He had no doubt 
' that the Committee offered by the right 
| hon. Gentleman would be a useful one, 


Chemin de Fer de l'Ouest, worked the} but the constitution of it would be a 


service with Dieppe, and informed him | difficult matter. 


that the Belleville boilers ran for about 
a fortnight and then that the French 
steamers so fitted were laid up for 
some six or seven weeks, whilst the 
other form of boilers gave no trouble 
whatever. The Belleville boilers had had 
a most exhaustive trial in the British 


They ought not to put 
| gentlemen upon it who looked forward to 
obtaining work from the Admiralty. 
There were gentlemen in the House 
representing constituencies where ship- 
building for the Government was being 
earried on, and these also should be ex- 
cluded. Had he represented Birkenhead 


mercantile marine, and had been dis-| he might not have spoken so freely, 


carded. 
trouble, and did not appear to have the 
advantages that were claimed for them, 
and, except in the case of one shipping 
company, there was no one of any im- 
portance connected with the mercantile 
marine who had persevered with water- 
tube boilers of any kind. 
were engaged in the shipping trade were 
not all fools, but men who understood 
their business, and had these boilers 
possessed any of the advantages which 
were claimed for them they would be 
foundin the mercantile marine; but, except 
in the steamers of his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Hull, there was hardly a water-tube 


They were a constant source of | because his former constituents worked 


for the Admiralty ; but now he had no 
such ties. There were other shipowners 
in the House who could speak as he had 
|done in this matter, and he hoped that 
great care would be taken in the consti- 
tution of the Committee. 


Those who, 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I quite admit that 
| the constitution of the Committee will be 
a very difficult matter, but I trust that I 
may be able to satisfy the public. At the 
‘same time I would like to give one warning 
to the House. Almost everyone who has 
‘spoken, while accepting the Committee 


boiler of any kind in any trading steamship and expressing satisfaction at its appoint 


in the country. 


He wished to qualify his| ment, seemed to wish to expand the 


remarks by saying that, although he did | inquiry further and further into the 
Mr. David Maclver. 








33: 
wh 
WI 
pra 
dea 
wh 
sid 
dea 
pul 
for 
tica 
boil 
whi 
tha 
the 
Up 
ralt 
boil 
goin 
som 
cont 
in it 
wish 
thou 
the | 
ticul 
gene 
almo 
exce 
the \ 
do il 
smal 
mucl 
I am 
natu 

that 

we © 
at th 
enor 
If we 
going 
belies 
Vanta 
selves 
to pu 
submi 
know 
which 
these 

to de¢ 
in sul 
the H 
do no 
other 

hers w 
th 
hoats 

will all 
the sul 
hoats \ 
battles 


VOL 


be 





$32 


the 
| the 
had 
. 
itter 
D to 
with 
was 
» the 
fact 
; the 
its 
| the 
ence 
ilers 
said 
dis- 
the 
d to 

the 
OSes 
hing 
ssels, 
ssels 
sight 
were 
rhich 
skill 
loubt 
right 
one 
be a 
) put 
rd to 
ralty. 
Louse 
ship- 
being 
Ye X- 
thead 
reely, 
orked 
d no 
yners 
» had 
that 
onsti- 


that 
ill be 
hat I 
t the 
rning 
0 has 
nittee 
point- 
| the 
) the 





333 Supply— 


whole arrangements of the Admiralty. 
What J want to see myself is: a 
practical Committee which can practically 
deal with the questions before them, and 
which would not be tempted by the con- 
sideration of any side issue to delay 
dealing with the subject upen which the 
public most desires their decision. It is 
for that reason that I wish to have prac- 
tical men and men able to see those 
boilers at work. There is ene point upon 
which I did not lay sutlicient emphasis, and 
that is the yuestion of the Niclausse versis 
the Belleville beiler which has been raised. 
Upon that I wish to say that the Adimi- 
yalty are net wedded te the Belleville 
boiler, but, as a matter ef fact, we are 
going to introduce the Niclausse boiler in 
some ships. I am only dealing with the 
contention that the water-tube system is 
in itself wrong. It is true—and this I 
wish the Committee to understand—that 
though the Niclausse boiler differs from 
the Belleville in important technical par- 
ticulars, it dees not differ from it in the 
general principle. ‘The Niclausse boiler is 
almost the same as the Be'leville boiler, 
except that when required you can take out 
the whole of the tubes, which you cannot 
do in the Belleville boiler. It is in these 
small technical improvements that it is so 
much better than the Belleville boiler. 
lam afraid that I cannot gratify the 
natural curiosity that is felt in regard to 
that matter. The hon. Member said that 
we ought to make experiments, and 
at the same time he pointed out the 
enormous importance of submarine boats. 
lf we are to make experiments we are not 
going to disclose the results, which we 
helieve might redound more to the ad- 
vantage of our competitors than our- 
selves. If we are to induce shipbuilders 
to put their mind into the building of 
submarine boats, we must not make 
known what has been done to nations 
which might have the greatest use for 
these hoats. Ido not propose publicly 
to declare whether the Admiralty believe 
in submarine boats or not. I must ask 
the House to excuse me. Of course we 
do not wish to encourage or discourage 
other nations by stating, as hon. Mem- 
hers wish us to state, how great would 


be the danger of these submarine 
hoats to ourselves, The House 


will allow me to be extremely reticent on 
the subject. My hon. friend said these 
boats would be easily able to threaten 
battleships in our dockyards on this side 
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of the Channel. I must add one observa- 
tion—that we do not neglect submarine 
boats. We know all about them. We 
take care that we inform ourselves of 
every experiment, and endeavour to ascer- 
tain the details of every boat intreduced ; 
and if we de not make the experiments 


ourselves, the experiments of other 
countries are useful to us. The right 
hon. Gentleman also asked me with 


regard to the destroyers which we pur- 
chased. They are not more expensive 
than those we have built. I need only 
say that the cost is about £50,000, the 
same as we pay fer ether destroyers, and 
that they are of the best and newest class 
of thirty knots. [ think the House will 
feel that this debate has extended long 
enough. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I do net desire to pro- 
long the discussion of the subject now 
to ask for 
I believe that 
House there is a 


before the House, but I wish 
information on two points. 
on both sides of the 


‘gard to water-tube 


genuine desire in reg 
boilers that the whole question should be 
investigated and their etficiency or ether- 
I would ask 


the First Lord of the Admiralty whether 


wise clearly demonstrated. 


it is true that the Committee, the appoint 
ment of which we have all weleomed, will 
have power to 
Her Majesty's 

shall promptly be subjected to pract> 
cal tests for a sufficient period to demon- 
strate whether or not the Belleville 
boilers with which they are fitted are 


require that ships in 


Navy of every class 


efficient or otherwise. In the next place 
I would draw the attention of the First 
Lord of the Admiralty to the declaration 
made in this House by Her Majesty’s 
Government, that they would place gun- 
boats on the inland waterways of China 
to protect the lives and property of 
British traders. When I visited the 
Upper Yang-tsze a short time ago I 
found the two gunboats sent to patroi 
that part were deficient both as regards 
steaming power and construction for the 
purpose for which they were intended. 
I am desired to draw the attention of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty to this im- 
portant question in view of the grave 
situation in China to-day, when the lives 
M 
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and property of British subjects are 
seriously endangered 
Upper Yang-tsze, but throughout every 
quarter of China. The two gunboats 
sent to patrol the Upper Yang-tsze are 
only able to steam eleven knots, and 
they have twin screws instead of paddle 
wheels. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : What does the hon. 
Member mean by “patrol the Upper 
Yang-tsze” ? 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: To patrol 

the Yang-tsze from Ichang upwards. 
Mr. GOSCHEN: These boats were 

never constructed for that purpose. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : The pledge 
given by the Government was to put 
boats on the inland waterways for the 
purpose of protecting British trade. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I 
the hon. Member. 
not built for the purpose. 
built for the general purpose of river ser- 
vice in China; but when it was decided 
that the gorges should be ascended, these 
two gunboats were given the task, not- 
withstanding that they were not specially 
built for it. At some risk, they under- 
took to ascend the and they 


succeeded in going wp. 


will explain to 
These vessels were 
They were 


SOVORS 
> o ’ 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I will ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty, in 
view of the pledge given by the 
Government, that British gunboats should 
he placed on the inland waterways of 
China for the protection of British trade, 
and in view of his declaration that the 
* Woodcock” and the ‘* Woodlark ” are 
unsuitable for patrolling the wpper part 
of the Yang-tsze, whether he has included 
in the Estimates the sum required for 
building suitable gunboats in point 
of steaming power and construction 


for that service, especially in view 
of the serious danger to the lives 
of British subjects in that quarter. 


There is at present one steamer at Chung- 

king, and I hope that in view of the 

present emergency the First Lord of the 

Admiralty may be able to say that he is 

favourably considering the offer made to 
Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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not only on the | 
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him of that boat, and so secure that 
there shall be one steamer on the Upper 
Yang-tsze able to afford some protection 


for the lives and property of British 
subjects. 
Mr. GOSCHEN: Yes, there have 


been some negotiations for the purchase 
of that steamer. 


Question put and agreed to. 


2. £4,139,100, for Shipbuilding, Re 


' pairs, Maintenance, etc.—Materiel. 


3. £2,523,000, for Shipbuilding, Re- 
pairs, Maintenance, ete.—Personnel. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said he 
did not know whether at that how 
(12.25) the First Lord of the Admiralty 
considered the opportunity favourable for 
a long discussion on this most important 
Vote. In the past they had been afforded 
full and ample opportunity of ciscussing 
it in all its bearings. He suggested that 
the First Lord of the Admiralty should, 
as on two previous occasions, give hon. 
Members an opportunity of going to him 
and placing before him their views on th 
various points with which they wished to 
deal. If he agreed to that it would not 
be necessary to continue the discussion 
now. 


Mr. GOSCHEN agreed to the sugyes 
tion, remarking that it would be very 
useful to him to know the views of hon. 
Members. 


Vote agreed to. 


t. £793,200 (Additional) Navy (Sup- 
plementary). 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE said there 
was one question which he wished to ask 
about this Vote. He did not know 
whether the question was in order or not. 
He did not know whether this Vote in- 
cluded payments for lyddite. There was 
an answer given to him that day by the 
representative of the War Office in 
reference to the naval lyddite shells. 
He desired to ask whether the Admiralty 
had satisfied themselves as to the power 
of making picric acid for the manufacture 
of lyddite in this country in time of war. 
Although he had framed a question upon 
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this subject he had been unable to get the 
information he desired. There appeared 
in the accounts a sum of £16,000 for lyd- 
dite shells in times of peace. 
recently picric acid was not made in this 
country at all. The answer he obtained 


was that it was possible to store it against | 


time of war, but as he understood 


picric acid would not keep for any | 


length of time, and that being so 
it was of urgent importance — that 


there should be plant and machinery in 


this country adequate to the strain to | 


which we should be put in time of war. 
Another point upon which he desired in- 
formation, and which was of the first im 
portance, was as to the reserve of guns. 
In the early portion of the session, the 
right hon. Gentlenian discussed the posi- 
tion of the reserve of naval guns, and 
he knew that where four guns were 
made for a ship in the past, there are now 
five—that was to say, that one extra gun 
was made for every ship. ‘That was not 
a true reserve. It was absolutely 
necessary for us to have a_ greater 
reserve of guns than any other Power, 
as, owing to the use of cordite, there was 
avery much greater erosion than before. 
He doubted whether the amount in this 
Vote for a reserve of guns was sutticient, 
as he could not but think that in the face 
of the greater erosion of guns that reserve 
ought to be very much increased. Full 
charges were never fired from the guns in 
times of peace, and even then the erosion 
Was great, but in times of war, when full 


charges were used, the life of a naval 
gun was very short. 
Apwmant FIELD did not wish to 


prolong the debate, and therefore pro- 
posed that Report might be taken to- 
morrow, when discussion could be allowed. 


*Sir J. COLOMB noticed that the 
reserve for cordite was £28,000. He 
desired to know whether that was the 
full estimate for the total amount neces- 
sary for the reserve at different stages. 
He was delighted to find that the Admi- 
ralty had become alive to the necessity of 
considering the reserve of warlike stores. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. MacartNeEy, Antrim, N.) 
said that throughout the whole discus- 
sion which had taken place no doubt had | 


{17 JuLy 1900} 


Up to very | 
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| been thrown upon the capacity of the 
| Government to deal with these matters. 
| In answer to the hon. Member for Great 
| Yarmouth, he might say that the Govern- 
'ment thought it necessary to provide a 
reserve of warlike stores adequate to their 
needs. The £709,000 was a balance. 


*Sm J. COLUMB: This £709,000 is 
part of the total Estimate that is 
required, 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Yes. 

*Sirn- CHARLES DILKE complained 
that the Estimate did not show the pro- 
portion of guns in reserve. His point 
was that the reserve of twelve-inch guns 
was deficient. 


Mr. GOSCHEN said that, as a matter 
of fact, guns were made for new ships 
before they were able to receive them, 
and that in itself constituted a very good 
reserve. As to the twelve-inch guns, all 
the guns had heen carefully gone through 
as to their calibre. 


ADMIRAL FIELD said, as his suggestion 
had not been taken before the Vote went 
through, he desired to have some informa- 
tion as to the cordite explosion on board 
the “ Revenge,” and also some informa- 
tion as to the supply of armour piercing 
projectiles and = shells, which he was 
informed was very short. He also under- 
stood that while the French had a shell 
which would pierce our armour, we had 
not one which would pierce theirs. 


Vote agreed to. 
5, £267,100, Admiralty Oftice. 


*Sir J. COLOMB pointed out that it 
was now half-past twelve o’clock, and 
that was the hour at which it was proposed 
to discuss this Vote, which was the only 
one upon which general questions as to 
the training of officers, ete., could be 
raised. He did not want to trouble the 
House. at so late an hour, but at the 
same time there were several points 
upon which he desired information 

7 
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and therefore he should like to know | because the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the right hon. Gentleman the was unwilling to give the extra rent 
First Lord of the Treasury was prepared | demanded by the ground landlord. It 
to take the Report stage at a more | was most important that the residence 
reasonable time. should be near the Admiralty, because 
telegrams sometimes arrived during the 
Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA-| Bight which required prompt attention. 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
E.): I am most anxious to meet my hon. THe Ear or DALKEITH (Rox- 
friend, but, looking at the position in| burghshire) said he sincerely hoped 
which I am placed, I do not think it would that his right hon. friend would take 
be possible to do as he suggests, and I this matter into serious consideration, 
should only be doing him an injustice if so that in future the First Sea Lord 
[ made the promise he asks for. might be provided with a house near 
his work, where he could attend to 
*Sir J. COLOMB supposed that the important questions which required 
: to be dealt with in all parts of the world 
under those circumstances he would etthnet delay. 
have to make his observations as ‘ 


short as possible, and confine them 
to one point. It would be in the 
recollection of the Committee that he had 


Mr. GOSCHEN said, in reply to the 
question raised by the hon. Member for 
rreat Yarmouth, that the present com- 


put a question as to the amount of St 
¥ eile a om manders were not one whit less able to 
sea service which was done by officers 


: 5 : : - manage their ships than their predecessors. 
in training in the Channel and Medi- o I ‘ 


‘ The dashing young officers who took com- 
terranean Squadrons, and he asked . 5. nga ieabares 
} . . mand of the torpedo boat destroyers were 
that — question because he believed : ee 

doing excellent work, and training them- 
selves for the duties they would have to 


perform. In view of the muanber of shi 


that the sea service was far too 
short. There was too much training oa 
shore, and too little training at sea. 
He hadasked a question as to the amount 
of time spent at sea and on shore by 
Admirals from the time of their being 
appointed lieutenants, and his right hon. 
friend replied that it was not possible to 
give an account of an Admiral’s training in 
that way. The present Commander-in- 
Chief of the Mediterranean Fleet had only was no falling offin the capacity of the 
six or seven years service afloat in thirty officers. He promised to look into the 
years. He would shut up the discussion , Return asked for by the hon. and gallant 
at once if his right hon. friend would Member. 

promise a Return showing the sea and 
shore services of the different Admirals 
whose flags were flying, and the amount 
of time they had spent at sea since pro- 
motion to heutenants. This questionwas — Pesolutions to be reported To-morrow ; 
agitating the service very much. It was (Committee to sit again To-morrow. 

a burning question in every service club, ? 

and on board of every ship. He hoped 
the First Lord would give him the in- In pursuance of the Order of the 
formation he asked on simple matters House of the 16th day of this instant 
of fact. July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House 


‘without Question put. 


I 
in commission and the few disasters due to 


any want of seamanship in the Navy, he 
did not think it was proved that there 
was any falling off in our naval officers. 
There might be less good sail-work, but 
in regard to the qualities of seamanship 
he thought the records proved that there 


Vote agreed to. 


AD) 1 FIELD sai > First Se: : : 
ApMIRAL FIELI id the F “4 a Adjourned at ten minutes before 
Lord had been turned out of his house | One of the clock 


Sir J. Colomb. 
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341 Returns, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 18th July, 1900. 


BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE 


WELLINGBOROUGH AND 
TRAMROADS BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


DISTRICT 


GWYRFAT RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [Lords]. 

By Order (Queen’s consent signified) ; 
read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 

BURY AND DISTRICT WATER (TRANS- 
FER) BILL [Lords]. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 

the third time. 


BUENOS AYRES AND ROSARIO RAIL- 


WAY BILL [Lords]. 


COSTA RICA RAILWAY COMPANY, 
LIMITED, BILL [Lords]. 


ROE’S PATENT BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 


> out amendment. 


PROVISIONAL 


EDUCATION BOARD 
(LONDON) 


ORDER CONFIRMATION 

BILL [Lords]. 

Ordered, That in the case of the Edu- 
cation Board Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion (London) Bill [Lords], Standing 
Order 126 be suspended, and that the 
Committee have leave to proceed with the 
sill To-morrow.—( The Chairman of Ways 
and Means.) 


WALSALL CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


NORTH 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND EP- 
PING FOREST RAILWAY (ABANDON. 
MENT) BILL. 

Reported, without amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
{Lords}. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
VOL. LXXXVL_ {FourtH SErizs. } 
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RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 

Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the 
Committee on Group 8 of Railway Bills, 
| That Mr. Nicholson, one of the Members 
of the said Committee, was not present 
during the sitting of the Committee this 
day 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Committee on the 
Glasgow District Tramways Bill { Lords], 
of the present session, be referred to the 
Committee on Group 8 of Railway Bills, 

| —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


GLASGOW 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Oban, against; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Saltney, in favour; to 


lie upon the Table. 


SALE 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


Petition from Chester, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 
SHIRE) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Chester ; and 
Saltney ; to lie upon the Table 


SUNDAY 





tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 
1897 (ARMY AND NAVY SERVICE) 
(MEN EMPLOYED). 

Return [presented 16th July] to be 
printed. [No. 282.] 

QUEEN’S COLLEGE (CORK). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
President for the Session 1899-1900, with 
Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 

N 
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LOCAL ha oe (IRELAND) 
ETURNS. 


Copy sat of Returns for a} 
portion of the year 1898-9 [by Com- | 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 
METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY 


(ROYAL COMMISSION). 
Copy presented, of Maps, Plans, and 
Diagrams to accompany the Minutes of 
Evidence and Report of Her Majesty’s 
Commissioners appointed to inquire into 
the subject of the water 
the limits of the Metropolitan 
Companies [by Command] ; to lie 
the Table. 


Water 
upon 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 17th July ; Jr. Litchie]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 283.] 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2474 to 2478 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | 


Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 534 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 
Ordered, That the several Accounts 
and Papers which have been presented 
to the House in this Session of Parliament 
relating to the Revenues of India be re- 
ferred to the consideration of a Com- 
mittee of the whole House. 
Resolved, That this House will, 
Thursday the 26th day of this 
July, resolve itself into the said Com- 
mittee.—(Secretary Lord George Hamilton.) 


upon 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Mr. HALsry re ported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Me mbers from the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts | 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure, at the | 
conclusion of the Elementary Education | 
Bill: —Mr. Loder, Viscount Cranborne, 


and Colonel Milward ; 
In subset 
Yerburgh, 


ution: Mr. H. 
and Mr. Flower. 


Koster, Mr. 
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supply within | 


instant | 


and had appointed | 
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Mr. HAtsey further reported from the 
Committee of Selection, That they had 
discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Law and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure :— 
‘The Lord Advocate, and had appointed 
in substitution: Mr. T. W. Russe'l. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT (187 8) 
AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
VOLUNTEERS BILL [Lords]. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuay, 
Dover): This Bill has been framed to 
advance two objects of importance and a 
third object which, though undoubtedly 
of importance, is, as I hope to be able to 
prove to the House, rather a matter of 

| method and of the convenience, efficiency, 
'and economy which will be derived from 
it. I cannot better explain the nature of 
the first object of the Bil. or submit the 
arguments in its favour better than by 
referring to the Report of the Select 
Committee which sat on the Volunteer 
Acts in 13894, for, in the first place, we 
| propose to act upon the recommendations, 
unanimously arrived at, of that Com- 
mittee. It was a strong Committee, the 
chairman being the hon. Member for 
Hanley, at that time the Financial Secre- 
tary of the War Office in the late Govern- 
ment, and it included many Members of 
| the House who are, | think, well entitled 
| to be regarded as authorities in matters 
affecting the Auxiliary forces, such as the 
‘hon. and gailant Members for Lewes, 
| Bath, Shetfield, Lichfield, Islington, 
District. This is how they 
described what is the first object of 
our Bill, They first recite the pre- 
‘sent liability to actual military service 
as it stands in the Volunteer Act 
Section 17 of the Volunteer Act of 1863 
provides that in cases of actual or appre- 
-hended invasion in any part of the United 
Kingdom,. the occasion being communi- 
‘eated to both Houses of Parliament if 
Parliament is sitting, or declared in Coun- 
| cil and. notified by proclamation if Parlia- 
ment is not sitting, “ Her Majesty may 
/ call out the Volunteer corps of the respec- 
tive: counties or of any of them for active 


‘and Leith 
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345 Volunteers 
military service.” Upon that the Com- | 
mittee found, in the following words— 
“There was practical unanimity expressed 
that the national security might be seriously 
imperilled under conceivable circumstances 
falling short of actual or apprehended in- 
yasion.” 
The Committee then went on to say— 


{18 JuLY 
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period of emergency when, perhaps, the 


Ambassador accredited to this Court from 


| a foreign country was in daily conference 


guage employed in the Reserve Forces Act of | 
1882, Section 12, and in the Militia Act of the | 


same year, under which the Army Reserve men 
are liable to be called out for service and the 
Militia to be embodied in case of imminent 


national danger or grave emergency, might be | 


most fittingly adopted.” 
Those are the words which we propose to 
substitute in the Volunteer Act for the 


words which call for a declaration of ap- | 


prehended invasion. Not only was the 
Report of the Committee unanimous, but 
in the next year—1895—several members 


of the Committee in the course of debate | 


expressed great regret that the Govern- 
ment of the day had not adopted their 
recommendations ; and the hon. Member 
for Hanley who had presided over the 
Committee, and who was at the time a 
Member of the Government, while 
defending the proposals which the Govern- 
ment did bring in, used these words— 
“He hoped that none of the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee would be lost: sight of, 
and he joined with those who regarded this 
Bill merely as an instalment.” 
So that this proposal to substitute the 
words [I have recited for those in the Act, 
were unanimously recommended six years 
and a year later the chairman of 
the Committee, a member of the Govern- 
ment and responsible for the War Office, 
declared that what they did then must be 
considered merely as an __ instalment. 
Therefore it cannot be said that this is a 
new plot to revolutionise the character of 
the Volunteer force. It is, in my opinion, 
and in the opinion of others who have 
studied the foree, rather a somewhat 


ago ; 


belated step which is necessary if the | 


Volunteer forces are to be put in a posi- 
tion to discharge the primary functions 
which they exist to perform. It cannot 
be said that the circumstances which were 
conceivable six years ago have not been 
more fully present to our minds in the 
early months of this year than in any 
recent period of our history. I do not 


hase myself on this Report alone, although 
its weight and authority can hardly be 
disputed, but I rest myself also upon the 
experience of the last year, and I may 
years. 
during a 


almost say of the last two 
I submit that no Government, 


| Government cannot and will 


with the Foreign Minister in this country 
—no Government at such a period would 
declare by Royal proclamation that they 
had apprehension of an invasion, because 


: é ae | such a declaration would paralyse diplo- 
“ Your Committee is of opinion that the lan- | aig. I 


macy and precipitate the very thing they 
wished to avoid. But if that is so, what 
is the necessary consequence? It is that 
you cannot mobilise your Volunteers 
until an invasion takes place. If the 
not issue 
the proclamation which is necessary be- 
cause of diplomatie considerations, then 
when it is issued you will have to 
mobilise your Volunteers in camp to per- 
form all those operations which have been 
found more difficult than ever before. 
You will have to turn them into an 
effective field army in forty-eight hours. 
It cannot be done. It is not fair either 
to the Government, or to the Volunteers 
themselves, who have shown so much 
capacity, to ask them to take the field 
against invasion without some two or 
three weeks of necessary preparation. 
Again, we have not dashed into 
this. It is not an attempt to legislate 
hurriedly at the end of the session. A 
conference was called in April last of 
many representative officers of the 
Volunteer corps, and not merely of those 
who represent the London Volunteers. 
There were four repsesentatives of the 
North-Eastern district, three of the 
North-Western, one of the Eastern, one 


of the Western, one of the South-Eastern, 


three of Scotland, and only three from 
London. These sixteen commanding 
ofticers of Volunteers were unanimously 
of opinion that this change ought forth- 
with to be made. There are other Mem- 
bers of this House, such as the hon. and 
gallant Member for Kilmarnock, who 
concur, and it is, indeed, the unanimous 
recommendation of the Volunteer com- 
manding officers in this country. There 
have been only two objections, so far as 
I have heard; one is so frivolous that 
perhaps I ought not to trouble the House 
with it. Itis said that this Committee 
did not recommend legislation, but if one 
turns to the Report it will be seen that 
that remark is applicable to only one sub- 
ject—the calling out of the Volunteers to 
aid the civil power. It is evident 


that for the rest legislation was recom- 


mended. Another objection has been 
that, if this Bill passes, it will be possible 
N 2 
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for the Government to call out the 


Volunteers without being under the 
obligation of summoning Parliament 


within ten days. But that has always 
been true of our Volunteer Act, although 
this House somewhat jealously restricted 
the powers of the Executive in matters of 
defence, actuated by memories of dangers 
which are long past—dangers harboured 
in the minds of the Whigs—lest the 
Crown should use the Army to oppress 
the people—dangers harboured in the 
minds of the Tories—lest it should be 
used to entangle the country in Conti- 
nental combinations. But those dangers, 
which were real at one time, were killed 
and buried by our ancestors nearly 
200 years ago. If anyone wishes to 
perform ceremonial rights over their 
graves, I have no objection to move the 
necessary Amendment ; but I consider it 
to be perfectly idle. But, with or with- 
out that, let us have a measure which 
will meet the dangers that do actually 
exist in our own day, and not those 
of a previous generation. Then I come 
to the second object of the Bill, and in 
order to explain it I cannot do better than 
quote another passage from the Report of 
the Committee which sat six years ago. 
They say— 

“Tt may be expedient that the garrisons of 
certain exposed forts, to be manned by Volun- 
teer artillery and corps enrolled for submarine 
and other coast defence, should be called out 
at a much earlier stage than the language of 
the Act would seem to authorise. It has also 
been suggested that the Secretary of State 
should be empowered to call out portions of 
corps, and accept the services of Volunteers 
proffered under circumstances falling short of 
the great emergency contemplated ; and your 
Committee concur in thinking such an amend- 
ment of the law desirable.” 

A great deal has happened since 1894. 
There has been a development in the con- 
struction of torpedo-boats among all the 
navies of the world. This House has 
authorised the expenditure of large sums 
of money upon forts, search-lights, and sub- 
marine mines to protect the waterways 
which led up to our commercial harbours. 
It may not be within the knowledge of 
all present that we look to the Volunteer 
Garrison Artillery of this country, in 
many cases wholly, and in all eases mainly, 
for the protection of our commercial ports. 
The Humber, the Tees, Sunderland, the 
Tyne, the Bristol Channel, the Firth of 
Forth, the Tay, Aberdeen, and the Clyde 
are protected against any sudden raid by 
the Volunteer Garrison Artillery, who are 
told off to occupy the forts and man the 
Mr. Wyudham. 
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guns, and to look after the submarine 
mines for which this country has voted 
so much money of recent years. The 
garrisons of these forts require 7,500 men 


out of the 35,000 garrison artillerymen in 


this country, and I do submit that all 
that money will be wasted and all the 
patriotism and devotion to duty of these 
men will be wasted too, unless the House 
sees fit to give this enabling power for 
which the Government now ask. It may 
be that, at first sight, some exception may 
be taken to the methods which we have 
pursued. This enabling power, which 
would allow us to slip the garrisons into 
the forts without making appeals to 
patriotism, and without having meetings 
called by mayors and lord lieutenants, 
and without behaving in a way which 
would be considered insane in any other 
country in a period of tension is given by 
Section 2A of this Bill— 

“It shall be lawful for Her Majesty to 

accept the offer of any member of a Volunteer 
corps to subject himself to one or both of the 
following liabilities :—-(¢) To be called out for 
military service at any time,” ete. 
It may be that in order to effect our 
object we have taken too, wide powers, 
but why are the words so wide? It is 
because the Volunteer Act—the law of 
the land as it now exists—prescribes, and 
even circumscribes, the occasion on which 
a Volunteer can be used so closely that 
without this enabling power it is impos- 
sible to use a Volunteer until after the 
issue of a Royal Proclamation. Even if 
the Act is amended by Section 1, it will 
still be necessary to give to the Govern- 
ment of the day an enabling power which 
will permit of putting the garrisons into 
these forts. [I have laid before the 
House a Paper which indicates the 
kind of regulations which might be useful 
for the Volunteers under the Volunteer 
Act as amended by this Bill; and as re- 
gards the corps to garrison forts, it is 
laid down that— 

“ A member of a Volunteer corps may con- 
tract to come out for active military service at 
specified places in Great Britain whenever 
summoned by order of the Secretary of State 
for War, to serve for a period not exceeding 
one month, in the absence of a Royal procla- 
mation calling out the Volunteers generally.” 
That is all that is intended under Section 
2a of this Bill We must have such an 
enabling power to take that step which is 
requisite for national defence. It is clear 
that no pressure will be needed to get 
7,500 men out of 35,000 to man these 
forts and guns. I visited one of these 
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forts during Whitsuntide, and I can 
assure the House that they do get full 
value for their money in respect of the 
Volunteer Garrison Artillery. The six- 
teen commanding officers of Volunteers 
with whom I conferred were unanimous in 
wishing that this proposal should also be 
made law forthwith. I do not think that 
in introducing the Bill I need say more 
at this stage on those two objects of the 
Bill. I shall be ready in Committee to 
meet in detail any objections which may 
be urged, though I find it difficult to 
imagine what objections could be urged 
against these proposals recommended six 
years ago by a Committee, recommended 
unanimously by every Volunteer com- 
manding officer whom we have consulted, 
and also, I think, reeommended by recent 
experience. I come now to the third 
object of this Bill, which I have described 
as being rather a matter of method and 
of convenience. The employment of 
Volunteers upon active service is not a 
new question. The Volunteers begged 
that a certain number should be 
allowed to take part in active service 
in 1878 ; they put forward the 
same request in 1885; and letter after 
letter has reached me from Volunteers 
during the last year complaining—and I 
quote the language of one letter—that 
they have been snubbed by the military 
authorities. The same requests were put 
forward last June, when some people— 
though not many —thought that we 
might be plunged into war, as we were 
eventually. Again the Volunteers com- 
plained that they were snubbed by the 
military authorities because we were 
not prepared to accept the offers 
that were made. The press of the 
country rang with criticisms against the 
War Office because it did not at once 
accept those offers. In January it was 
impossible to refuse these offers, not be- 
cause the Regular forces and the Militia 
could not have dealt adequately with the 


situation in South Africa, but when 
you are employing Regulars, Militia, 


Yeomanry, and Volunteers from Canada, 
South Africa, and Australia, it was felt 
that you would be putting a stigma 
on the Volunteers of this country 
which would affect the future of 
the corps if you did not allow them 
to co-operate with the other forces 
throughout the Empire. Is it, or is it 
not, a legitimate aspiration on the part of 
the Volunteers that those among them 
who wish to perfect themselves by seeing 
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active service when the whole Empire 
takes part in fending off some Imperial 
danger should, if they wish, take a share 
in the work? Whether that aspiration 
is legitimate or not has become an 
academie question. I am convinced that 
the only practical question which presents 
itself to us as businesslike men is whether, 
that being so, the experiment should be 
repeated under the deplorable conditions 
which obtained last year. Last year we 
had to apply tests when every official of 
the War Office and every officer in the 
military districts were overworked. The 
Volunteers had to shoot ankle deep in 
slush, or to lie down in snow in the fading 
light of a winter afternoon; and it is 
ridiculous to assent to a proposition that 
such offers are to be accepted, and yet we 
are not to make businesslike prepara- 
tion for testing in time of peace 


the men who are willing to come 
forward in time of emergency. I know 
it has been said that possibly when 


this Bill is passed pressure will be 
put on the Volunteers. Pressure will be 
avoided. It is when the time of Imperial 
danger comes, when the press is ringing 
with patriotic sentiment, when meetings 
are held all over the country, that pressure 
is put. It is then, when the authorities 
might be disposed to accept such offers, 
that many men are of two minds as to 
whether they are bound to volunteer or 
not. How different would it be if in 
times of peace and quiet those men who 
have two or three years of their lives to 
devote to such preparation, who are un- 
married, and have no great responsibili- 
ties, could register their names and submit 
themselves to the necessary tests and 
enter into a contract under such con- 
ditions as are agreeable to them, and who 
will be at your call in the event of a 
period of Imperial danger coming upon 
us! The Leader of the Opposition the 
other day said that these matters 
were of such grave importance that 
nothing should be done in a hurry. I 
agree with that view. It is because we 
wish to avoid hurry that we bring in this 
Bill, because in the one or two years 
during which the Volunteers of the 
country can discuss the terms, tests, and 
the conditions under which they would 
like to see some active service, it is 
necessary that we should have a period 
of leisure; and you cannot have this 
period of leisure unless the enabling 
powers of this Bill are given to the 
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Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 


Would the exercise of the option take 
place en enrolment ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At any time in the 
military life of any man if certain stan- 
dards were fulfilled. I will read a draft 
of the kind of regulations which could be 
issued if enabling powers were conferred— 

* A member of a Volunteer corps may con- 
tract to proceed on active service in any part 
of the world in a unit or company formed of 
V-Junteers on such conditions as may be 
defined by the terms of his contract.” 

In these words “in a unit or company ” 
which are laid down here the Government 
pledges itself to the intention conveyed by 
the words. What the Volunteers want is 
that they should go out as Volunteers in 
order to gain some experience of warfare, 
not to be used as drafts or as garrisons 
during a time of Imperial pressure. In 
order to avoid misconception on that 
point [ propose in Committee to move 
an Amendment whicn will say that 
a particular Volunteer can subject him- 
self to the first or both of the liabilities, 
because [ feel that if a Volun- 
teer is, under the terms of the Act, 
allowed to engage in any part of 
the world without reference to 
military service it may be thought 
that it is the intention of the Government 
to send Volunteers to the Mediterranean 
or Ceylon during a period of Imperial un- 
rest. That is not the intention of the 
Government ; it is solely as I have de- 
scribed it—the terms to be discussed and 
the conditions to be formulated in a 
methodical manner under normal condi- 
tions. The inconvenience which was 
experienced last year can hardly be 
imagined. In one case a company of 
Volunteers was enrolled, and out of 110 
men only 38 were found to conform to 
the tests we stipulated. We had to pay 
£5 to every one of those 110 men. It 
was not the fault of the men that they 
had been improperly passed, and you can- 
not blame people for imperfect inspection 
if you ask them to conduct the prelimi- 
naries in a time of war instead of, more 
properly, in a time of peace. Good work 
cannot be done under the emotion of the 
moment. I read in the press that if 
dangers come our Volunteers and every 
subject of the Queen would patriotically 
place his services at the disposal of the 
Government. No doubt, and all credit 
to them; but it is not fair to them 


that their services should be accepted 
under those 


conditions. Emotion will 
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not do work which can only be 
done by method quietly applied. ~ That 
is one of the facts we have learned from 
the past ; it is also an intelligent forecast 
for the future. There is one other con- 
sideration which I cannot refrain from 
submitting, When introducing the 
Army Estimates on 12th March, I had 
recognise the splendid 
patriotism of the colonies during the 
recent troubles. I deprecated any dicta- 
tion on our part. But if there is to be 
no dictation or no solicitation on our part, 
then I think it is our duty to set an 
example to our colonies. All the difficulties 
and inconveniences which we experienced 
were also experienced in our colonies, 
The sudden summoning of men who are 
Volunteers, and many who are not, the 
testing of them, the selection of officers, 
and the proper equipment during a period 
of emergency were as rife in the colonies 
as here. If we are not to solicit or 
dictate, let us set an example to the 
colonies, and show them how Volunteer 
efforts can be co-ordinated in time of perce 
so as to avoid the scrambling and _pres- 
sure which obtained during __ last 
January. I should be sorry in an 
Act to lay down, or attempt to lay 
down, an exact description of the kind 


| of contract into which such Volunteers 


may care to enter. It may be that when 
the City Imperial Volunteers come home 
they may desire to enter into such 
an arrangement as would admit of a 
similar course of proceeding should an- 
other occasion arise. It may be that 
some regiments, notably the Lancashire 
Fusiliers, one of the oldest in the Army, 
which fought at Minden, and is about to 
celebrate Minden day on Ist August, the 
Volunteer battalion may be glad and 
proud to be associated more intimately 
with the Regulars. It may be that the 
Volunteers of a county may wish to repre- 
sent that county by amalgamating the 
Volunteers with the battalion. I should 
be sorry to say that any one of these 
projects should be adopted or discarded. 
All that I ask is that the hands of the 
Executive may be unfettered, so that in 
time of peace and leisure the wishes of 
the Volunteers may be gathered and some 
business-like plan adopted for giving 
effect to those wishes in time of danger. 
I do not think [ have anything more to 
urge. It may be that, in spite of this 
unanimous Report, in spite of the expe- 
rience of last winter, some may be found 
to construe this Act in such a way as to 
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suggest that the character of our Volunteer 
force will be changed by these provisions. 
That fear is not entertained by the 
Volunteer colonels whom we have con- 
sulted. Any such madcap project is 
beyond the power of this or any other 
Government. If these suggestions are 
made the Government cannot take shelter 
behind them in order to evade its duty. 
The first two objects of the Bill are 
necessary to the efficiency of national 
defence ; and on that question the Govern- 
ment must lead. It is the duty of the 
Government to see that the money which 
the nation has lavished on our Volunteers 
should not be wasted ; that the insurance 
which the country is taking is a sound 
one; that the Volunteers, if called upon 
to defend our shores, shall be given 
facilities for mobilisation, in the absence 
of which their devotion will be wholly 
cast away. The third point I do not put 
so highly, but still I earnestly recom- 
mend it to the favourable consideration 
of the House. In this country and in the 
colonies there are many men who cannot 
afford the time to enter the Regular 
Army or even the Militia, but who still 
wish to be ready against the hour of 
national danger and to prepare against 
that hour by taking some part in active 
military operations by studying in the 
only school, as recent events have proved, 
which is effective as a preparation for the 
military profession. You can no longer 
say to the Volunteers of this country, 
“You and you only out of all the forces 
of the Empire shall never see a shot fired 
until the enemy is at the gate”; and if 
you cannot say that, it is again the duty 
of the Government to see that such 
Volunteers as wish it may have a reason- 
able opportunity of business-like prepara- 
tion. 1 beg to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Ur. Vyndham.) 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): I desire to oppose this Bill on two 
grounds—first, on the specific ground of 
the proposals it contains, and, secondly, 
because its character is such that it should 
not be brought in as an isolated measure 
at this time. The hon. Gentleman has 
dwelt at some length on the first part of 
the Bill, and I imagine there will be no 
objection on the part of any section of 
this House to the first two clauses. That 
sixteen representative members of the 
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Volunteer force should have recommended 
the introduction of a clause which gives 
power to prepare, in the only way in 
which preparation can be made, for the 
performance of the duty for which Volun- 
teers are enrolled, is not to be wondered 
at, for it is idle to imagine that we can 
utilise the Volunteers effectively for the 
defence of our fortresses and our ports 
without subjecting them to training before 
the actual demand is made on their 
services. It is only to one portion of the 
second clause that [ object, and I will give 
my reasons as briefly as I can for so object- 
ing. I object first on the merits. I do not 
know that that is a fatal objection, for 
times have changed and conditions have 
changed. My special objection is that it 
is a varying of the whole underlying 
principle on which the Volunteer force 
was originally raised. It was  un- 
doubtedly intended to be a domestic force 
for the protection of this country against 
invasion. Such an invasion was appre- 
hended in 1859, and it was to meet that 


‘danger that the Volunteer force was raised. 


I do not, however, press that point, be- 
cause, after all, I am one of those who are 
anxious that our military organisation 
should be varied to meet the changes in 
our situation. Still, I think the necessity 
must be clearly shown before Parliament 
is justified in so fundamentally altering 
the character of the whole Volunteer force, 
as is implied in the second clause of this 
Bill. As a matter of fact, under this 
Bill these men will cease to be 
Volunteers; they will simply _ be 
Reservists of the regular Army, and not 
only that, but they will be Reservists 
under a disqualification which does not 
apply to other Reservists of the Army. 
The present Reservist is liable to be 
called out by Royal Proclamation, and 
Parliament must meet to sanction that 
step within a certain specified time, but I 
do not see that any such obligation is im- 
posed upon the Goverrment with regard 
to the Volunteers who are dealt with by 
this Bill—Volunteers as you call them, 
but Army Reservists as I call them. I 
think it would be well for the House ard 
country to understand that these men 
will, to all intents and purposes, with one 
single exception, cease to be Volunteers ; 
they will be transferred by the Bill to the 
Army Reserve. Again, the Bill introduces 
an additional outside element into the 
Regular Army which, I think, is not de- 
sirable in itself. It is most desirable that 


we should have a perfectly homogeneous 
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force as our first line, and that anything 
done to supplement it should be by way 
of utilising some second line apart from 
the Army altogether, and not by break- 
ing up one organisation in order to supply 
the deficiencies of another. I am glad to 


hear that the units are in all cases to be | 


formed of Volunteers. I think, however, 
it is to be regretted that under this Bill | 
the efforts of the Volunteer officers of 
constituted units will be absolutely thrown 
away. They will, no doubt, 
public service by acting as an attraction 
to bring young men into the corps, and in 
giving them that instruction which fits 
them to take part in the operations of the 
regular Army. But as colonels, majors, 
and captains of Volunteer units their | 
functions will practically cease when the 
men are taken away from their corps. I 
think that will prove a serious injury to 
Volunteer corps themselves. The question 
was raised in another place as to whether 
the diafts taken in pursuance of this 
arrangement would be considered super- 
numerary to the corps—whether in the 
event of 200 Volunteers being taken away 
from a Volunteer battalion, they would be 
replaced by additions to the battalion. I 
understood the Secretary of State to 
announce that there was no intention of 
considering these men as supernumerary, 
and that their places would not be taken by 
others. That is unfortunate, for you will 
be doing exactly what was done to the 
disadvantage of the Militia,and at the time 
when the services of the Volunteer Corps 
may be greatly needed you will bedepriving 
the force of the most competent of its mem- 
bers to serve with some other unit of 
which it does not form part. 
experience of that system, and I do not 
believethat there is any officer, either of the 
Militia or of the Line, who does not share 
my opinion that the practice of utilising 
the Militia Reserve as part of the Militia 
in time of peace, and then suddenly in 
vase of emergency withdrawing them, as 
they have been withdrawn in instances 
of which I am aware, has been most 
detrimental to the Militia battalions. 
I know of battalions which have been 
absolutely emasculated and deprived 
of more than half of their value by 
having, on embodiment, some 250 of their 
very best men taken from them. I should 
be very reluctant to see the same practice 
pursued in regard to the Volunteers. 
There is another point. It appears to me 
exceedingly likely that if any consider- 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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‘able number of men undertake these ob. 
ligations they will, by doing so, ser iously 
interfere with their employ ment. This 
question to a certain extent affects men 
serving in the Militia, and probably it will 
, do so to a greater extent when the Militia 
are called out, as I hope they will be, for 
longer periods of service. But when you 
pass from the Militia to the Volunteers 
you have to deal with a very different 
class of men—with men in high and re- 
sponsible employment, often of a confi- 
dential nature, who can ill be spared from 
that employment, There are numerous 
corps, as hon. Members know, in which 
there are many such men, and yet they 
are the very men who form the best 
material to take for this purpose— 
young, energetic, educated men, only too 
anxious to exercise in the field those arts 
which they have learned in times of 
peace. We have seen hundreds of them 
come out during the present emerge ney. 
The response which has been made by 
employers of skilled and unskilled labour 
has been magnificent, and I think the 
country has reason to be proud of it. 
The strain put upon employers has been: 
very considerable, and I believe it is 
dangerous to renew that stvain too often. 
If you do so the day may arrive when 
these young men may find themselves 
face to face with the question whether 
they shall still remain in their employ- 
ment. That would place them in a most 
embarrassing position. There is another 
and perhaps more forcible objection to 
the Bill. It has been urged in its favour 
that it would strengthen the military 
service of this country. But I fail to see 
how it will produce the only _ single 
advantage expected from it. I strongly 
agree with every word said by the hon. 
Member the Under Secretary for War 
as to the necessity of organised prepara- 
tion for the emergency of war in times 
of peace. I have been humbly preach- 
ing that doctrine for many years _ past. 
If it were really a contribution to more 
‘efficient organisation and preparation, if 
it gave the War Office more knowledge 
of the material with which it would have 
to deal in times of war, a knowledge which 
is so essential to the satisfactory carry- 
ing out of military operations, I would 
at once consent to the Bill. The Under 
Secretary for War said it was better we 


!should do this now and not wait for a 


time of pressure, but the pressure will 
come all the same, whenever we go to 
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war, and, however many men enrol them- 
selves under the provisions of this Bill, 
they will represent but a tithe of the 
number who will come forward when a 
real emergency threatens this country. 
Of course, it is very desirable that the 
War Office should know that it has so 
many Volunteers of whom it can dispose 
in the case of war. But, even if this 
Bill is passed, Ido not suppose they will 
get any clearer idea than they already 
possess. They will, perhaps, have 5,000 
men inscribe their names on the roll. 
But in a case of a real emergency, 
probably 50,000 will be found ready to 
come forward. We have already had 
ample evidence of that. Men will not 
come forward for an unforeseen contin- 
gency, whereas they will come forward 
for a foreseen one, and the ‘waiting 
companies ” which were called for by the 
Secretary of State from Volunteer corps 
to supply the waste occasioned by the 
war were not raised. With hardly an 
exception the corps called upon to raise 
them failed to do so. That is an illus- 
tration in proof of my assertion. For 
every Englishman engaged in a_ civil 
occupation who will come forward to 
pledge himself to take part in a war of 
which he knows nothing, you will prob- 
ably get twenty, thirty, or it may be a 
hundred Volunteers when the actual 
emergency arises, ‘There is another diffi- 
culty. Suppose you get 5,000 men upon 
your Volunteer roll. Campaigns must 
now be planned in advance. To be 
efficient they must be planned not a day, 
a week or a month, but a year before- 
hand. But what is the objection? Five 
thousand men may take an_ obligation 
today, but in six months time every 
one of them by giving a fortnight’s 
notice might get rid of his liability. 
But that is not quite the end of the evil. 
My hon. friend talks of there being no 
pressure ; there will be pressure, and 
pressure of a very undesirable kind, if this 
Billis passed into law. Hundreds and 
thousands of Volunteers are engaged in 
political conflicts, or at any rate hold very 
strong political views. It happens that 
We are engaged in a war which has the 
sympathy of the enormous majority of 
the people of this country, but it is quite 
conceivable that this country might be 
engaged in a war which did not at all 
move the feelings of the people ; it might 
be a war to which not only an inconsider- 
able minority, but a very large minority 
would object as strongly as some hon. 
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Members now object to the present war. 
In that case you would have that most 
unfortunate occurrence, a direct conflict 
between political conviction and military 
duty. For a soldier there is only one 
law —namely, whatever orders he 
receives, to obey them; but that is 
not the case with civilians in ordinary 
life. You will put every one of these 
men into the dilemma of having to under- 
take active service for a cause in which 
they may not only not believe, but which 
they may have actually condemned, or of 
doing what is most distasteful and prac- 
tically impossible—namely, taking the 
opportunity presented by the danger to 
abandon the undertaking they have given, 
and thereby lay themselves open to the 
charge of not having carried out their 
obligations. These are serious objections, 
worthy of the attention of the House. 
But there is another objection which, 
from my point of view, outweighs them 
all. At the wLeginning of this session | 
took part in debates on the Army, and I 
said I was most willing to concede every- 
thing asked for by the Government by 
way of providing for a temporary emer- 
gency. I said that the emergency was 
grave, and that the safety of the country, 
or at any rate the safety of our Army, 
was imperilled, and that we could not 
stop to discuss the exact effect of the 
emergency measures then proposed. I 


'said that the responsibility rested with 


the Government, that they might do what 
they pleased as long as they got the thing 
done, and I am bound to say nearly every 
other hon. Member took a similar view. 
I said at the same time that I would 
oppose every proposal for a permanent 
alteration in our military system which 
was undertaken apart from and with- 
out any reference to any general 
scheme of reorganisation. We have been 
told over and over again that we were 
not to bring these questions up during 
the present session, and we were told that 
if we did no answer would be given, as it 
was impossible under present conditions 
even to discuss the reorganisation of our 
Army ; and yet there is a universal ad- 
mission that until we have this reorganisa- 
tion we are liable to a repetition of the 
danger which threatened us at the begin- 
ning of this year. I think it would be 
most illogical and most unwise to retreat 
from the position we then took up, and 
sanction one more of these everlasting 
emergency measures, which, however, is 
not an emergency measure in the sense 
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that it is permanent. Do not do some- 
thing under the plea of emergency which 
may make it impossible, and will certainly 
make it dithicult, to recast our military 
system as many of us believe it ought to 
be recast as a whole. It is not easy to 
discuss this matter as it ought to be dis- 
cussed. I regret that the Vote for the 
salary of the Secretary of State for War 
has been withdrawn from the considera- 
tion of the House, because I believe that 
great organic changes ought not to be 
entrusted to the present Secretary of 
State for War in view of the language 
he has used, the things he has done, 
and the things he has left undone. 
But we are not to be allowed this year, 
when popular opinion is peculiarly directed 
to the duties performed by the Secretary 
of State for War, to discuss the exact 
position. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) dissented. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I am very 
glad indeed if I am rightly corrected by 
the right hon. Gentleman, but I under- 
stood that the Vote for the salary of the 
Secretary of State for War was not to be 
included. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It would be well, perhaps, to clear up 
that point, because I understood that a 
whole day would, if necessary, be given 
to it. 


THE FIRST LORD or tur TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
K.): My recellectionr is that I stated that 
as some seventeen days had already been 
given to the Army Estimates it seemed 
to me that either the Foreign Office Vote 
or the Colonial Office Vote might be dis- 
cussed ; but I have no objection ~hat- 
ever to the Vote for the salary of the 
Secretary of State for War being dis- 
cussed, if the Votes I have mentioned are 
discussed at short length. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : If the Vote 
for the salary of the Secretary of State 
for War is taken, the task imposed on me 
will be an easier one ; but that need not 
interfere with my present argument. — If 
we are to have this piecemeal legislation 
I want to know of what system it is to 
form a part. 
War has made some statements which bear 

Mr. Arnold-forster. 


The Secretary of State for | 
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very closely on that matter. The result of 
this Bill when all is done will, I believe, 
be the addition of 5,000, 6,000, or 7,000 
men at the outside to the Army Reserve ; 
but we should be careful before sanction- 
ing that addition to have a clear under- 
standing as to whether the system of 
which that is a partis to go on. For 
years we have had confusion between the 
Line, the Militia, and the Volunteers, and 
no one now knows what are the special 
functions which these three great bodiesare 
called upon to perform. They have been 
tied together by an emergency bond only. 
The Militia has been robbed to supply the 
Line, and the Volunteers have been in- 
duced by the Army recruiting sergeants 
to give up their recruits. We have seen 
the Volunteers in this campaign not as 
an organised military force, but simply 


as emergency men taken to supply 
the patent defects of a — system 


which had failed to contemplate the 
contingencies to which we were liable. 
I want to know, will it be wise to take 
this step before we ascertain what the 
Secretary of State for War is going to do 
to rectify the condition -of things he 
described the other day ? He was asked 
by a noble Lord what we were doing with 
the hundred thousand men we had at 
home, and in reply he said that the noble 
Lord must be perfectly well aware that 
that hundred thousand men, or rather 
ninety two thousand men, were not an 
organised force in any sense of the word. 
I quite agree they are not ; but I want to 
know why it is not possible to have some 
system by which we can get an organised 
force without upsetting the whole organi- 
sation of the Volunteers. We have had 
it made perfectly clear in this House that 
the waste in the regular Army is so 
enormous that in seven years time it 
amounts to no less than one hundred 
thousand men, the whole cost of whose 
instruction, clothing, and housing will be 
lost. On the other hand, by the Secretary 
of State’s admission, we have ninety-two 
thousand unorganised regular troops in 
this country. I think it would be infi- 
nitely better if we were to postpone this 
very unfortunate Bill, which is open to 
considerable objection, until we are able 
to see how far arrangements can be made 
for the organisation of our military forces 
on a scale which would be approved 
by the country at large. My hon. friend 
said that we ought to set an example to 
the colonies. We are all in favour of 
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setting an example to the colonies. We 
have been setting an example to the 
colonies for a very long time past. We 
have set them an example in raising 
regular forces for the defence of the 
Empire across the seas, and I think we 
may be perfectly content to keep this 
matter in our own hands. I think the 
colonies will not be particularly moved 
by anything we may do or leave undone 
with regard to it. For these reasons I 
think this Bill is not to the public advan- 
tage. I think its object is, comparatively 
speaking, unimportant. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Does my hon. 
friend object to the first clause also ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Of course 
not. I amawarm supporter of that first 
clause; my sole objection is to the 
second clause. I fail to realise the object 
with which this Bill has been introduced. 
I think it is in contravention of the 
agreement which has existed, that if it 
were desirable that any change should 
be made at present in our military system 
it should not be a permanent change. 
At any rate, I hoped that that might 
be the line of action that might have 
commended itself to the Government. 
I should like to say one word about an 
argument used by my hon. friend. 
said that a large number of Volunteer 
officers were in favour of this Bill. I do 
not know whether that approval extends 
to the whole of the Bill, but I will assume 
it does. I must point out that this sub- 
mission to the recommendations of a Com- 
mittee is rather new at the War Office. I 
recollect Commissions which dealt with 
subjects of far greater importance than 
this Bill deals with, and included among 
theirmembers many important personages, 
and yet their Reports were disregarded 
and pigeon-holed, and nothing was done 
regarding them. I can well understand 
the attitude of these Volunteer officers, 
but I believe I am quite right in saying 
that in this matter they are not repre- 
sentative, as far as the second clause is 
concerned, of the whole Volunteer force. 
It is perfectly true that they think that 
the years they have been serving have 
been wasted, and that feeling is shared 
by many of us. The Volunteers have 
lelt that they have been kept under arms 
Without organisation for no specific pur- 
pose and have not been allowed to be of 
any use to themselves or to the country, 
and I do not wonder that spirited, capable, 
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and competent men as they are should 
take the first opportunity given them of 
showing their willingness to do anything 
or everything that might be asked of 
them. But this matter must be decided 
by some higher authority than the dictum 
of sixteen Volunteer officers. It must be 
decided by Parliament and by the nation, 
and therefore 1am not moved as much 
as my hon. friend supposed I should be 
moved by the views of the Volunteer 
officers. Of course, they desire that we 
should give them employment and the 
opportumty of exhibiting their zeal in 
the interests of their country. I do 
hope that my hon. friend will consider 
whether it is absolutely imperative the 
the second clause of this Bill should be 
passed into law, and I shall move an 
Amendment, which I hope he will accept 
at a later stage, to omit that clause. I 
believe it will be to the interests of the 
country if my hon. friend confines himself 
to passing the first part of the Bill, which 
is a necessary official act to perfect the 
machinery of the Volunteer force. I beg 
to move that the Bill be read this day 
three months. 


*Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to second the motion for the rejec- 
tion of this Bill. I do so because I am of 
opinion that it will completely destroy the 
principle on which our Volunteer force is 
based. _ I am sure it will be conceded that 
Iam one of the last who would attempt 
to do anything which would cripple the 
Government in any way during the 
present crisis. I have been one of those 
who have given the Government in con- 
junction with the arrangements for the 
present war a loyal and hearty support, 
and I am as anxious as any hon. Member 
in this House to see both our regular and 
auxiliary forces placed on the best possible 
basis. But, as the hon. Member for West 
Belfast has stated, this is a most inoppor- 
tune time to introduce a measure of this 
nature. To the first clause of the Bill, 
which proposes to substitute for the 
words “actual or apprehended — in- 
vasion,” the words “imminent national 
danger or great emergency,” there is 
no opposition. The Judge Advocate 
General, who is a great authority on 
these subjects, however, pointed out that 
there was great difficulty with reference 
to the definition of the word “ emergency.” 
I may add that the adjective “ great” in 
the clause is tautology and altogether 
According to the Judge 
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Advocate General, when the Militia is 
embodied, then a state of emergency 
arises, and | think it is extremely doubt- 
ful whether the employers of this country 
will be parties to giving facilities to 
those who work under them to be called 
out practically as a first-class Army Re- 
serve whenever it may seem desirable to 
embody the Militia. With reference to 
Clause 2 of the Bill, which is of great im- 
portance, the Under Secretary for War 
states that it is not a new project ; but if 
it is nota new project to call upon the 
Volunteers to turn themselves into a mili- 
tary force, then I know not what a new 
project is. If we look back on the history 
of the Volunteer force we will see that it 
arose in amoment of grave national peril, 
when Napoleon was encamped on the 
heights of Boulogne, and a descent on 
these coasts was expected at any moment. 
This force, which aros: under these cir- 
cumstances, is now to be turned into a 
first-class Army reserve without being 
consulted at a whole. It is stated that 
sixteen colonels of Volunteers favour this 
measure. It would be a very strange 
thing if the colonels of the various Volun- 
teer corps would not be willing to do 
everything they could to improve the 
position of their corps in the eyes of their 
fellow countrymen. But what proportion 
of the Volunteers are in favour of this 
change? What has been done to ascer- 
tain their opinion? Why, nothing. This 
Bill is being rushed on the Volunteers 
by a side wind; the failure in our 
military system is to be patched up, 
but the patch is a stolen piece of cloth. 
You are asking men who engaged under 
certain conditions to alter these condi- 
tions. Then it is said that no pressure 
will be put on the Volunteers, but I 
should like to know what would be 
thought of any man who holds back when 
the majority of his regiment are prepared 
to enlarge their liability for service. He 
would be looked upon as a man lacking 
in patriotism. That is not a fair position 
to place a man in who joins the Volunteer 
force under the impression that he is 
doing a patriotic act, but whose oceupa- 
tion and social relations are such as would 
not enable him to come forward. Then 
again, by introducing this system great 
damage is inflicted on recruiting for the 
Regular Army. Under the proposed 


system would not any man enter the 
Volunteers rather than the Regular 
Army? He will have the comfort 


Captain Norton. 
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and convenience of living at home 
and following his own occupation, 
and when there is an opportunity for active 
service he will be placed absolutely on a 
level with the man who has spent all his 
timein the Regular Army, very often doing 
objectionable garrison duty. I say that 
is most unfair, and that it will injure 
recruiting for the Regular Army. Like 
the hon. Member for West Belfast I am 
not as anxious with reference to the 
Volunteers as [am regarding the defen- 
sive system of the country as a whole. 
We have reason to hope that on the con- 
elusion of the war our entire military 
system will be recast ; therefore there is 
no necessity at the present moment to 
introduce this wretched measure, which 
will only give 5,000 or 10,000 men at the 
outside on whom you can draw in case of 
emergency. ‘Then, again, you will create 
classes in the Volunteers, which | am 
sure every military man will acknow- 
ledge will not be for the good of the 
regiments themselves. You will have 
three different classes: first, the Volun- 
teer, who serves at home, and who is 
liable to go away by giving a fortnight’s 
notice-——he will not be lvoked on as a 
soldier at all—second, the man who is 
liable to be called out on active service at 
any time; and, third, the man who is 
liable to serve in any part of the world, 
whether within or without Her Majesty’s 
dominions. In fact, you are going to 
introduce into the Volunteers the system 
which now exists in the Army—a system 
of robbing Peter to pay Paul; of cutting 
off the end of the blanket and adding it 
on to the top, but you will not have a 
man more. Every commanding officer of 
Militia is at the present moment loud in 
his complaints that his best officers and 
men are taken from him as soon as 
they are trained, and are sent to join the 
linked battalion abroad, or that all his 
recruits as soon as they are effective are 
drafted to other battalions in South 
Africa. The result of this measure will 
be to stop recruiting for the Militia. 
With regard to the political aspect the 
hon. Member for West Belfast very fairly 
pointed out the results which would 
follow in the event of a member of the 
Volunteer force being asked to take part 
in what might be, on the whole, a somewhat 
unpopular war. The system proposed in 
the Bill reminds one of the system 
which prevails in certain Irish. establish- 


ments where, when a particular servant, 
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whose duty it is to do a particular class 
of work, fails, another servant whose 
duties are altogether different is called 
in to act, and the result is, of 
course, blank failure. The basis of the 
Volunteer Bill of 1895 was to disturb as 
slightly as possible the conditions under 
which the Volunteers were then serving 
the State ; but this Bill goes, as it were, 


in the very teeth of that policy, and is | 


framed in such a manner as to disturb 
the conditions on which the Volunteer 
foree was formed. The Bill will secure 
no good purpose and may ruin our exist- 
ing Volunteer system, and for these 
reasons I beg to second the motion of the 
hon. Member for West Belfast. 


Amendment proposed— 


“lo leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ” — (Mr. Arnold- 
Forster.) 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is not very often I have the good for- 
tune to agree with the hon. Member for 
West Belfast in our discussions on these 
matters, and even to-day I cannot say 
that I sympathise with every word he 
has uttered, but with his main position in 
regard to this Bill, | am_ entirely in 
sympathy. The hon. Member for West 
Belfast brought up a sort of self-denying 
ordinance, supposed to be imposed on us 
all, that we were not, during the present 
session, while military affairs were in so 
urgent a condition as they have been, to 
enter upon the much larger questions of 


future organisation and future reform. I. 


think there is a good deal of strength in 
the position which the hon. Gentleman 
has taken up, even in that limited sense ; 
but there is another and larger ground 
on which I think that this is a most in- 
expedient occasion for us to begin with 
piecemeal alterations in the innermost 
constitution of the different branches of 
the defensive forces of this country. The 
Under Secretary referred to some words 
I used a day or two ago protesting 
against doing anything in a “hurry, and he 
argued that this Bill was intended to 
avoid things being done in a_ hurry 
—that is to say, that administrative 
acts would not be accomplished in so 
scrambling a fashion as was necessary last 
winter if this Bill were passed. That is 
quite possible ; but I had reference to the 
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action of the Government, of the House, 
and of Parliament when I spoke of not 
doing anything in a hurry, and I think I 
am supported in my view by some words 
which fell from the Secretary of State for 
War last night in another place. The 
Secretary of State was meeting a demand 
on the part of a noble Duke for the re- 
organisation and reconstitution of the 
Army and the War Office, and among the 
other pleas he urged was this—that there 


‘are now in South Africa a number of the 


very men whom it would be most essen- 
tial that we should consult if it were found 
necessary to enter upon any change on a 
great scale, and that we ought to wait 
until we could get the great benefit of the 
actual experience and wise advice of those 
who have seen the operation of the pre- 
sent system in the field. I put that very 
wise sentiment and warning of the Secre- 
tary of State in another place against 
himself or his representative in this House, 


/and I say that I think the present time is 


not the moment in which to make great 
changes, even if thosechanges can be shown 

to be salutary and wise in themselves. 
The House and the country have shown 
themselves, during the last eight or nine 
months, willing to do and to agree to any- 
thing that the Government proposed to 
meet the emergency that has arisen ; but 
from that disposition on the part of the 
House, which is a loyal and wise and, I 
think, a most discreet disposition, to pass 
to the idea that the experience of last 
winter is to form a basis of all we are to 
do for the Army in the future, that that 
is to be considered as representing the 
normal requirements in any case of war 
of the British Army, is to take a step 
which I do not think anything in the 
world can justify. We have had to meet 
a most exceptional enemy, such as may 
not be met with in any other part of the 
world, as we all know. We had to meet 
that enemy in a great state of unpre- 
paredness, because we, the Government, 
Parliament, and people, had undervalued 
the difficulty of the task we took in hand, 
and, therefore, we were put to great straits 
last winter, and we had to take hold of 
any man who offered himself and put him 
into some place in order to take advan- 
tage of his patriotic and generous spirit. 
But it does not follow that on a future 


occasion we should be exposed to any 


such necessity, because if you are to 
pursue a policy of expansion all over the 
world, we have had a lesson during the 
last two or three months which shows the 
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sort of force we should have to maintain 
in order to cope with that policy of 
expansion ; but if, on the other hand, we 
are to pursue a more modest and, as I 
think, more reasonable policy, let us hope 
that such necessities as 
winter will not arise again. I do not 
wish to prejudge the great question of 
the condition of the Army and the mili- 
tary necessities of the country. I do not 
say it will not be necessary to make great 
changes and to make great additions to 
our military strength. It is quite possible 
that that may be so, but we are not in a 
position now to deal with that question, 
and that is what I wish to urge on the 
House. We have a limited experience in 
the emergency of last winter, and upon 
that experience alone we are now called 
upon, as [ think, to fundamentally alter 
the whole condition and spirit of the 
Volunteer force. There was another 
thing which happened during last winter. 
I have said our enemy was an unusual 
enemy in his fighting qualities, and the 
necessities, therefore, that were laid upon 
us in the circumstances were unusul. 
But another thing that was unusual was 
the remarkable and most laudable effort 
that was made by the employers of labour 
to meet the wants that were shown in our 
military defences. Men were allowed to 
go away on terms which were freely 
offered throughout the country. But 
can we be sure that similar terms will be 
offered in future ? Can we be sure that 
the circumstances that occurred last winter 
will not seriously affect the relations be- 
tween the civil employer and the Reserve 
man, the Militiaman and the Volunteer ? 
I do not wish to be a Cassandra, and 
say that that will happen; but, at all 
events, we must bear in mind that 
the sudden emergency of last winter 
evoked a spirit of self-sacrifice and of 
patriotism which may not always be pre- 
served at the same pitch in time of peace. 
The Under Secretary has also laid his case 
partly upon the Report of the Committee 
which sat a few years ago. But I notice that 
in the recommendations of the Committee 
there is not a word about foreign service 
for Volunteers. There is a reference to 
active service, but not to foreign service. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope I did not 
convey the impression that I quoted the 
Report in support of foreign service. On 
the other hand, I divided, as clearly as I 
could, the first half of the section from the 
second part of the section. 


Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 


occurred last , 





Bill. 368: 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Then the hon. Gentleman does not adduce 
the authority of the Committee in sup- 
port of the second section ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


*Srrk HENRY FLETCHER (Sussex, 
Lewes): Asa member of that Committee, 
perhaps I may be allowed to say that we 
had no instructions whatever to consider 
the question of foreign service. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
This Committee made its report, and 
immediately afterwards a Bill was intro- 
duced into the House carrying out the 
recommendations as far as they could be 
carried out, amending the law for calliag 
out the Volunteers for actual military 
service. So that it is not the case that 
nothing has been done to meet the desires 
of the Committee. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I pointed out that 
the Chairman of that Committee, in the 
debate on that very Bill, recognised that 
the recommendations of the Committee 
had not been carried ont in their entirety. 
He said he hoped they would not be lost 
sight of, and joined with those who re- 
garded the Bill simply as an instalment. 
Some of the prominent members of the 
Committee expressed the greatest regret 
that the Bill brought in by the right hon. 
Gentleman did not include the recom- 
mendations of the Committee. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I am sure that the Bill embodied all the 
suggestions of the Committee which 
commended themselves to those who 
were best acquainted with the feelings 
and the necessities of the Volunteer 
corps in their administrative relations 
with the War Office. I am also pretty 
sure of this, that the suggestions of a 
Committee, in a case like that, do not 
necessarily involve their recognition and 
adoption by the Government of the day 
or by Parliament. The Committee was 
formed, for the most part, of strong and 
energetic Volunteers, who, no doubt, were 
anxious to see certain changes introduced ; 
but it does not follow that the opinions 
of a few colonels of Volunteer corps, how- 
ever eminent and zealous, must carry the 
day. Weare bound to look at questions 
of this kind from the civilian as well as 
from the Volunteer point of view. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Chairman, the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office, was 
a civilian. 


Su H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I know; but at any rate a Committee 
does not convey such overpowering weight 
that we must accept its opinions without 
hesitation. Even Royal Commissions to 
inquire into military mattersare sometimes 
treated to but little attention ; and we 
have had one or two Royal Commissions 
upon the licensing question whose Reports 
have been received with nothiag but 
scorn and contumely from the supporters 
of the Government So that I really 
think the authority of the Committee can 
be carried too far ; and the House is per- 
fectly free to act in this matter without 
being completely carried away by the 
recommendations of the Committee. 
The hon. Gentleman adduced one or two 
cases in which changes are necessary, 
but chiefly with regard to the _ first 
clause ; | mean the question of Volunteer 
artillery manning the forts which defend 
the commercial harbours of this country, 
the submarine mines, and so forth. That 
is true, and it may be a very necessary 
thing to take such steps as may be re- 
quired to give them more ample time 
than other branches of the Volunteer 
service for preparation for the efficient 
fulfilment of the duties imposed upon 
them. But surely that does not justify 
sweeping changes of this kind which will 
affect all the Volunteer corps throughout 
the kingdom. The Volunteer forces 
were originally instituted for the purpose 
of the defence of these shores ; they have 
always been treated as a force originated 
and intended for that purpose, and they 
have been spoken of in our after- 
dinner speeches, even when we are 
most effusive, under that limitation. Is 
there any one of us who has not, after 
dinner, declared that ‘ Defence, not 
defiance,” is the motto of the Volunteers ? 
And, as my hon. friend has said, if 7 
vino veritus has any force, then after 
dinner is the very time when we get at 
the kernel of the matter. The Volunteers 
were instituted, and they have been main- 
tained, for the defence of these islands. 
But the Government now propose to 
introduce three separate classes into the 
Volunteers. There are those who only 
undertake the old duties ; there are those 
who undertake the liability of being 
called out for actual military service at 
any time ; and there are those who may 


{18 JuLty 1900} 


Bill. 370 


be called out to serve in any part of the 
world. I agree with what has been said, 
that it is most undesirable to have two or 
three kinds of men serving in the same 
corps with different liabilities, if it can be 
at all avoided. There may be instances 
where there is a limited necessity for 
cases of that kind, such as the Militia 
reserve ; but I always thought that the 
Army was against the Militia reserve, 
because its effect upon the Army might. 
be bad. It was, however, a necessity ; 
but where was the necessity here, ‘in 
order to obtain the services of a few men, 
of introducing a distinction among them 2 
[have no doubt there are many high- 
spirited young men in the Volunteers who. 
would be glad to undertake actual military 
service; but the question is, Is it desirable 
from a public point of view to allow them 
to do it and to separate them from the 
rest of their comrades? I do not think 
it iss The Under Secretary for War 
seemed to think he made things rather 
better when he went on to say that those 
who undertook the liability of serving in 
any part of the world would only be 
called upon to do so in the case of actual 
military service. ‘Of course,” said the 
hon. Gentleman, “we should never think 
of putting them to garrison duty, or to, 
other humdrum occupations of that kind, 
which would not give them the chance of 
winning glory and distinction. It is only 
in active warfare that they would obtain 
a knowledge of their duties ; let us send 
them to the front.” It does not occur to. 
him to ask “ What becomes of the Regular: 
force and of the Militia?” I suppose the: 
Militia are only to garrison forts such as: 
Sierra Leone, while the Volunteers must 
be reserved for the front. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not recognise. 
my own arguments in the right  hon.. 
Gentleman’s version of them. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
IT know. Iam putting them purposeiy in 
an exaggerated way to show how dan- 
gerous they are. But does it not come 
to this: that you are to select. from one 
force a number of high-spirited young: 
fellows, and put them, in preference to 
other forces, to do certain duties of an 
attractive kind? They are, in facet, to be 
put in front of the Army and Militia 
Reservists. I really do not think a case 
for this Bill has been made out. I should 
be willing indeed to see the slight altera- 
tion made with regard to Section L7. 
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of the Volunteer Act of 1863. That, administrative in its action. Volunteers 


of course, is a good thing, because it 
gets rid of the somewhat pedantic diffi- 
culty of publicity which is undesirable. I 
would be glad to see anything done which 
would really increase the utility and 
efficiency of the Volunteers, but I do not 
think the institution among them of two 
or three classes of men with different 
liabilities would mean any real or sub- 
stantial increase in their efficiency. It 
could not increase their efficiency except 
ina reflex way—that these young fellows 


would go out and see active service and | 


when they came back would leaven the 
battalion in which they serve. But we 
are not going to make 
every year in order to give fine high- 
spirited young fellows the opportunity of 
seeing active service. The Bill is founded 


war gaily | 


on a wrong conception. Last winter 
there was a_ great emergency, and 


the hon. Gentleman seems to have béen 
very much impressed by the wild tone of 
feeling shown in the public press. I do 
not go so much by the tone of the public 
press. I am sure the thinking people of 
the country agree that everything should 
be done in an emergency to meet the 
ease. But that is a very different thing 
from enlisting men in one force and 


promptly passing them into another, so , 


that the Army and the whole defensive 
force—the Militia, the Volunteers, and 
the Yeomanry—are so mixed up that no 
‘one can tell when you meet a man in the 
street to which force he belongs. _T hope 
the hon. Gentleman will not press, at all 
events, this clause of the Bill. This is 
not the time for us to be meddling with 
these things. We want more ample op- 
portunities and more ample advice from 
those who have come through the ex- 
perience of war before we attempt to 
tinker with our military system. For the 
present it is better to be content with the 
humbler duty of filling up the ordinary 
necessities of the Army in war, and to 
leave the reorganisation and reconstitu- 
tion of it to quieter times. 


*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): If 


I saw anything in this Bill which could be | 


characterised as a fundamental change in 
ourorganised system, I should vote against 
it. But I do not see that. 


heard objections made that it is a funda- 
mental change in the constitution of our | 
voluntary service, but I cannot share that 
‘view. The Bill is simply permissive and | I cannot agree with that view. 


Sir H. Campbeil-Bannerman. 


can now go on active service upon givin 
fourteen days notice, and resigning their 
Volunteer position and enlisting in the 
Militia or the regular Army, and this Bill 
simply provides for administrative con- 
venience in dealing with the case of Volun- 
teers who are desirous of going on active 
service, and enables the War Office to 
know beforehand what proportion of the 
Volunteer force would wish to hold them- 
selves liable for general service all over 
the world. I cannot conceive that there 
can be the slightest objection to Clause |, 
it is simply an alteration that is neces- 
sary; and I cannot understand how 
Members of this House who have given 
ten minutes thought to the question of 
why the Volunteers are in existence and 
what the work is they have to perform 
can hesitate for a moment to accept it. 
With regard to the first part of Clause 2, 
which enables Volunteers to arrange 
to hold themselves in readiness to be 
called upon to serve at any time, that 
is, for the purposes of administrative 
arrangements, as to the defence of certain 
of our ports, it is a good principle; 
but where the difficulty comes in is in 
the sub-section B of Clause 2. Upon 
that point the proposer of the motion to 
reject the Bill and his seconder objected 
on two or three grounds, but to my mind 
they did not follow out their own argu- 
ments when they estimated the number of 
men likely to avail themselves of this Bill 
at 10,000 only, when one remembers 
that the Volunteer force is over a quarter 
of a million men, A Biil that provides 
for the wishes of Volunteers who desire 
to serve abroad is a good Bill, and I ean- 
not think such consequences are going to 
happen as are suggested by the hon. 
Gentlemen if it only affects 3 or 4 per 
cent. of that force. I therefore cannot 
share their view. Another objection 
which they took was that we might have 
an unpopular war, and that trouble might 
then happen if these men were called out 


against their convictions to perform the 


We have | 


obligations which they undertook ; but 
that would also apply to the Army Re- 
serve. I cannot see in this respect any 
difference between the Regular Army, 
Militia, Army Reserve, and the Volun- 
teers. Whena man enters into a contract 
with the Government he must, when 
called upon, put his convictions in his 
pocket and fulfil his contract ; therefore, 
Another 











372 
obj 
yac 
wh 
Bil 
con 
cou 
for 
hav 
do 1 
not 
selv 
mea 
teer 
are 
supl 
not 
or t 
oppe 
to sé 
the . 
supp 
hear 
that 
enab 
that 
in til 
hiabl 
those 
accey 
until 
hon. 
that 
my 
of th 
in th 
for se 
of as) 
g0 to 
them 
disagi 
comm 
would 
thems 
go to 
arrany 
do th 
call w 
that st 
systen 
where 
front, 
the red 
is har 
with ri 
shall 
unless 
from 
sutticie 
idea of 
militar 


‘only to 


VOL 





372 
pers 
‘ing 
heir 
the 
Bill 
‘on- 
lun- 
hive 
to 
the 
em- 
ver 
ere 
p I, 
ces- 
how 
ven 
n of 
and 
orm 
t it. 
e 2, 
nge 

be 
that 
tive 
tain 
ple ; 
; in 
pon 
1 to 
sted 
ind 
rgu- 
r of 
sill 
bers 
rter 
ides 
sire 
vane 
g to 
10. 
per 
not 
tion 
lave 
ight 
out 
the 
but 
Re- 
any 
my, 
lun- 


ract 
hen 

his 
( re, 
ther 








373 Volunteers 


objection raised was that of filling the | 
vacancies of units of the Volunteer corps 


who hold themselves liable under this 
Bill for general service. 
contended that for the necessities of this 
country 260,000 Volunteers are required 


for our local defences, although we may | 


have supreme power at sea, then I say I 
do not acknowledge the contention and do 
not agree with it. If 10,000 hold them- 
selves in readiness to go abroad, it merely 
means in any case an increase of the Volun- 
teer strength. But I think that 260,000 
are more than sufficient if you have 
supreme command at sea, therefore I do 
not pay much attention to the objection 
or to the arguments that I have heard in 
opposition to this Bill. But I am bound 
to say that to come down here and take 
the Bill as it stands and give my hearty 
support to it is another thing. I give my 
hearty support to the first clause, and to 
that part of the second clause which 
enables a certain proportion of men 
that may be necessary to be called upon 
in times of emergency to hold themselves 
liable for service. I thoroughly accept 
those two points, and I was prepared to 
accept the third point without hesitation 
until | heard a remark dropped by the 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary, and 
that frightened me, and is why I now hold 
my vote back in respect to that part 
of the Bill. He said that, of course, 
in the case of those men who volunteer 
for service abroad, we should never think 
of asking them to do anything else but 
go to the front; that we should not ask 
them to go into garrisons or act in any 
disagreeable work in keeping lines of 
communication, etc., and that this Bill 
would only apply to those who held 
themselves liable for service, but only to 
go to the front, and that we should 
arrange for the Regulars or the Militia to 
do the disagreeable work. If we cannot 
call upon them except to go to the front, 
that strikes at the very root of our military 
system. It is not for the men to say 
where they will go, whether it be to the 
front, where all the excitement is, or at 
the rear, where all is dreary and the work 
is hard. They must do their duty, and 
with regard to this part of the clause I 
shall certainly have to vote against it, 
unless there is some further explanation 
from the hon. Gentleman. I cannot 
sufficiently .express my feelings at the 
idea of making a man liable to serve as a 
military unit on the condition that he is 


only to serve at the front, and the remarks © 
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of the hon. Gentleman have actually turned 
my vote against this part of the Bill which 
I came down to support. To my mind 
if this Bill is passed we must be very 
clear as to how it is going to work. We 
must be exceptionally clear as to what we 
are doing. I think that these men, if 
they hold themselves liable for service, 
should do so without qualification, and 
unless that matter is cleared up I cannot 
vote for Sub-section B, Clause 2, of the 
Bill. Now, coming back to the part of 
the Bill of which I do approve, [ cannot 
exactly understand why the period 
should be for one month. My hon. friend 
said, and I thought he spoke having 
regard to particular circumstances, that 
during critical negotiations when danger 
was imminent was not the time to call 
out the whole of the Volunteers; but 
negotiations do not end in a month ; but 
if, for the reasons he stated, we cannot 
call ont the whole force, he says we must 
be able to call out part of the force with- 
out observation or making a_ scare. 
But why limit it to a _ month ? 
A period arrives in negotiations when it 
becomes necessary for the Government in 
its discretion to say. We must look to 
the safety of our ports and call out these 
men, but at the end of the month nego- 
tiations are going on still, and at the end 
of the month the Government will have 
to disband these men or mobilise the 
whole of the force. It isthe Memorandum 
of the hon. Gentleman which frightens 
me. We are told distinctly that at 
present we should have to ca'l out the 
whole force, and naturally that would be 
a difficult thing to do; therefore the 
Government must have power to call out 
a portion of the men, but why limit it to 
amonth? That is against the proposal 
of the Government. A month is not in 
the Bill, but we have been supplied with 
the draft of the proposed Volunteer 
regulations. If my hon. friend tells me 
the Government are not bound by that 
term, but can keep these men, when called 
out, as long as they like, my objection 
falls. Now we have obtained informa- 
tion on many points, but in one parti- 
cular that information is lacking. We 
lack information as to what is the period 
for which a Volunteer is to be liable after 
he has accepted the obligation. I can 
find nothing in the Bill at all with regard 
to that. I see it says between the ages of 
eighteen and thirty-five. Does that mean 


that a man of thirty-four years of age, 
having had two years training in the 


O 
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Volunteers, can be accepted under this 
Bill, and, if so, for how long? I think 
the Bill in principle is perfectly sound to 
this extent, that it is an attempt to 
retrieve the past errors of our military 


system. We have now for forty 
years been acting on the principle 
that we must have a vast number 
of armed men in this country to 


guard against the danger of an invasion, 
and upon that force we have spent a vast 
sum of money, the result being that we 
have spent this vast amount upon a 
principle which is the absolute negation of 
our naval supremacy. It isan attempt to 
get the men of this secondary force, which 
is not wanted here, to hold themselves in 
readiness for over-sea service. I do not 
see that the allegation that it is an inter- 
ference with the Volunteer Act has the 
shadow of a founcation. I am prepared 
to vote for the whole of the Bill with 
the exception of Sub-section B of Clause 2, 
which I cannot vote for. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK said that this 
Bill raised grave issues and _ reflections. 
In spite of what had fallen from the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman opposite, to whose 
opinion on matters of this kind he attached 
the greatest possible respect, he thought 
that the Bill, if passed, would have a pro- 
found effect upon the character of the 
Volunteer force. If the Government asked 
the Volunteers upon enrolment whether 
they were willing to serve abroad, if need 
be, they would immediately divide the 
Volunteer force into two classes, those 
who preferred vo stay at home and those 
who were willing to serve abroad, and 
the result in time would inevitabiy be 
that a very large proportion of the youth 
of the country who would gladly, under 
present conditions, join the force, but who 
could not tell what their position would 
be in a few years, would be prevented from 
joining the Volunteers. If, on the other 
hand, the Government did not intend to 
put that question upon enrolment, but 
were prepared to leave it until the emer- 
gency arose, then the ferce of that 
objection he admitted would he greatly 
diminished. The hon. Member for Yar- 
mouth had said truly that in a Bill of this 
kind we ought to be very clear as to what 
we were going to do. It appeared to him 
that it was impossible for the House to 
take such an intelligent view of the result 
of their action if they adopted the Bill, 
for a reason which he commended to the 
consideration of the hon, and gallant 


Sir J. Colomb. 


{COMMONS} 
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Member. The terms of the contract 
under which the Volunteers were to con- 
tract with the State were not before the 
House. They were not in the Bill. The 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
only touched upon them to drop them ; 
but if it was desirable that the House 
should be clear as to what steps were 
to be taken, it was essential that the 
terms of the contract, which were all- 
important, should be stated in the Bill 
itself. On those grounds he thought the 
House was not in a position to judge 
adequately what would be the effect of the 
proposals of the Government. By pass- 
ing the Bill the House would in fact be 
giving a blank cheque to the War Office, 
Another point which forced itself upon 
his mind was this. He could not imagine 
why a Bill of such far-reaching im- 
portance should be brought in at such a 
late period of the session, The Bill 
emanated from the War Office owing to the 
emergency in the Transvail, but that emer- 
gency had passed away so far as the Volun- 
teer service was concerned. He agreed 
with the hon. Member for West Belfast 
that if anything was going to be done to 
reform the military system of this country 
this was not the way to commence. We 
should begin with the War Office, which 
everybody agreed required reform. — In- 
stead of adopting that reasonable course 
the Government appeared to be throwing 
up the Volunteers as a last entrench- 
ment. He was surprised that the hon. 
Gentleman, who was familiar with mili- 
tary matters, should quote the opinion 
of sixteen Volunteer colonels as if it were 
a sufficient defence or justification for 
such a Bill. Upon those grounds, and 
those grounds alone, he felt himself com- 
pelled to oppose the Bill. 


GENERAL GOLDSWORTHY (Ham- 
mersmith) said that with regard to a 
great portion of the Bill there was entire 
agreement, but there was one portion 
with which he could not agree, and that 
was the part which asked the Volunteers 
to serve in any part of the world, within 
or without Her Majesty’s dominions. His 
objection to it was owing to the explana- 
tion of the hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary. Tne Volunteers were for 
home defence, and if home defence were 
weakened the Government would do 
wrong. Under the present system if 
any of the Volunteers desired to serve 
abroad there was nothing to prevent 
them. Everybody who knew anything 
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about the War Office was aware that 
when a war occurred there was an im- 
mense strain put upon the War Office 
because of the want of organisation, and 
he did not think that the reform of that 
Department should be postponed. He 
thought a great portion of the Bill would 
be very useful, and he supported the 
Second Reading with the hope that the 
Government would see their way to 


modify Sub-section B of Clause 2. He) 


agreed with the hon. Member for Wick, 
who declined to give the Government a 
blank cheque, and thought that the 


House ought to know what they were | 


going to do, There was one thing to be 
guarded against, which was the jealousy 
it would give rise to between the Volun- 
teers and the Militia. All the forces 
ought to work harmoniously for the good 
of the country, and great care ought to 
be taken that there should be no petty 
jealousy between. them. 


Captain SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire) 
desired to add a few words in support of 
the objections which had been raised to 
the Bill. It was a remarkable fact that 
the support which had been given to the 
measttre was of the most qualified de- 
scription ; but everybody agreed that it 
was unfortunate that the Bill should have 
been brought forward at so inopportune 
a time. ‘There appeared to be a con- 
census of opinion that at the time when 
the country had made great efforts in 
connection with the South African war 
the judgment of the House was not sutti- 
ciently unbiassed to deal with this matter. 
But the Bill was inopportune for another 
reason. The whole country had already 
made great sacrifices, and it did not seem 
to be appropriate that this particular 
time should be chosen by the Government 
to introduce a measure which would 
increase the burden of the Volunteer 
military service. The hon. Gentleman 
the Under Secretary, perhaps, world meet 
that criticism and justify his action by say- 
ing that the Government had taken every 
step possible for them to take, and that 
they had consulted well-known persons 
upon the subject. Sixteen officers had been 
consulted ; but surely a very much larger 
consultation was required in a matter of 
this kind. It was necessary to get in 


touch with many more regiments through- 
out the country, and those civilians who 
Were connected with our military service 
in some way or other, and not only those 
but the whole civil population. 


Further 
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time and further inquiry were necessary 
before any organic change was made in 
the Volunteer law. The Under Secretary 
for War had, in meeting the criticisms in 
the administration of the War Office, 
said that any organic change could not 
be expected to be taken at present. 
That was the view taken by the greater 
portion of the country. There were 
many important lessons to be learnt from 
a war like this. Any declaration of that 
kind which had been made would not 
seem to justify the Government in 
bringing forward this Bill or any other 
measure of a similar character. As no 
objection had been raised to Clause 1 he 
did not know that he need trouble the 
House with any observations upon it, but 
he expressed a wish to be informed as to 
Volunteer Act of 1895, 
which gave power to the Government to 
call out a portion of the Volunteer force 
upon the embodiment of ‘the Militia, did 
not meet all the necessities of the case. 
Great stress had been laid upon the fact 
of the Government being able to move 
certain bodies of men in case of an 
emergency or conflict with any other 
Powers ; but before moving the Volun- 
teers surely the preliminary step of em- 
bodying the Militia would be taken. 
And, if so, the Volunteers could be moved 
under the present law after the Militia 
had been embodied. Why were these 
new powers needed in respect to Clause | ? 
The Bill struck at the root of our present 
system. In the beginning of the year 
large bodies of Volunteers had been sent 
over the seas, and that had left the 
country insufficiently protected, and now 
the Government had introduced a measure 
designed to place more men at their dis- 
posal in case of emergency—that was the 
effect of it, whatever might have been 

the intention—it placed more men at 
the disposal of the Government for any 

action which they might take abroad. A 

great deal had been heard about Empire 

during the present year, but let not the 

House forget the nation, and that home 

defence was, after all, one of the most 

responsible and essential parts of our 

organisation. This scheme of the Govern- 

ment cut into the scheme of home defence 

and weakened the country in its most 

vital part. If it was necessary to increase 

the military force, how was it that 

nothing had been heard of that inter- 

mediate force, the Militia? The present 

Bill merely laid new burdens on the 

backs of the Volunteers, and trenched 
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on the resources of the country 
for home defence. The Government on 
the question of raising men for foreign 
service had passed over the Militia and 
gone to the Volunteers. He hoped as 
the result of the discussion the Bill would 
not be proceeded with at this time. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) thought that 
although the Government had been wise 
to raise this question they would best 
serve the interests of the country and 
the Volunteers by not proceeding 
further with the Bill now. With regard 
to the first section, it was a very strong 
thing to alter the conditions of service of 
250,000 men in time of war, and although 
the Government said they did not intend 
to call out such a number, still, this Bill 
made a considerable difference in the 
law. It might be used in future in a 
very different manner from that in which 
the original words could be used, and for a 


different purpose than that for which 
the Volunteers originally engaged. 


Therefore, it was incumbent on the 
Government to make it perfectly clear 
that such a step was necessary, not 
simply for administrative convenience, 
but for the defence of the country. He 
did not think in that case the country 
would object, but it was necessary that 


such an assurance should be given. 
He should like to know how many 


Volunteers offered themselves for garrison 
duty at the beginning of the year, and 
whether the reason that their services 
were not accepted was to be found in the 
legal difficulty, or whether the reason was 
that their services were not required. If 
such a difficulty existed, the first clause of 
the Bill was a necessity, but if not the 
proposed alteration ought to be very care- 
tully considered. It seemed very like 
mixing up the duties of the Volunteers 
and the Militia. He always thought the 
Volunteers were regarded as for home 
defence, but the fact did not appear to be 
appreciated by the Government. As to 
Clause 2, the Government would probably 
see the wisdom of withdrawing it for the 
present. There was a great deal to be 
said against it; and if the Government 
wanted men from the Volunteers there 
would never be any difficulty in getting 
them. As to the “scandal of the 
scramble” in the beginning of the year, 
that could never be avoided by any 
alteration of the terms of service when 
the Government entered upon a war with 
the idea that they only needed 70,000 


Captain Sinclair, 
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least 230,000 would be required. He 
hoped the Under Secretary would satisfy 
the House as to the point he raised, 
end would consider very carefully the 
questions raised on the sub-section, 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field) said he should not have intervened 
in the debate except for the fact that he 
sat upon the Committee which was sup- 
posed to have supported the Rill. He 
wished to draw attention to two points. 
The first was the liability of the Volun- 
teers to be called out in times of great 
national danger. If it was admitted that 
it was necessary to call out the Volun- 
teers, a man might be able to give a 
month of his time, but he could not give 
the whole year without considerably in- 
juring his prospects. At one time it was 
thought that no man ought tobe considered 
a soldier unless he came under military law, 
but in South Africa it -had been abund- 
antly proved that a man could shoot and 
fight without ever having come under 


military law. A great proportion of 
the Volunteer force were well trained, 
but the greater proportion were not 


trained as soldiers. He had seen a good 
many Volunteer corps for both long and 
short periods in camps, and he had also 
seen a good deal of Army and Militia 
training, and he had come to the conclu- 
sion that unless men came under military 
law, they could not be depended upon. 
One brigade of Volunteers at some 
manceuvres he witnessed had had an ex- 
hausting field day, and they drilled per- 
fectly well up to a point, but about 
mid-day the Volunteers began to fall out 
and sat down, as they said they had gone 
far enough, and there was no means of 
punishing those men for refusing to 
work. For this reason he thought 
that the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee as embodied in the first clause 
would be beneficial to the force ; but there 
was this point against it : that the moment 
unpleasant conditions were imposed on 
the Volunteers fewer men would be forth- 
coming, although the smaller number 
might be more efficient. The new phase 
in this question was the liability to foreign 
service. He believed that it would be 
injurious to the Volunteer force, for it 
would have the effect of dividing each 
corps into three sections, each a separate 
unit requiring a separate officer to keep 
it efficient. This foreign service provision 
ought to be applied to the Militia before 
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it was applied to the Volunteers. The 
Militia should be the second line of defence 
and the Volunteers the third. It would 
also have an injurious effect upon recruit- 
ing. Another reason why this clause should 
not be passed was the absurdity of it. The 
Government had proved that for them- 
selves. In the earlier part of the year, 
when they asked for Volunteers for 
foreign service they had as many men as 
they required, and if this Clause 2 had 
then been the law it would not help 
them to get more. The second clause 
was so objectionable that it ought to be 
taken out of the Bill. The bill was a 
very important one, but it would be wise 
on the part of the Government to recon- 
sider their position as to passing it this 
session. At the present moment all the 
great leaders were in South Africa, and 
all the War Office authorities were 
engaged in work in connection with South 
Africa, or ought to be; and when a 
radical change of this character was going 
to be made the whole of those people 
ought to be consulted. If that was not 
necessary, why were not the War Office 
reforms carried out that were so much 
required ? The whole system had broken 
down and had not worked smoothly, 
although it had done a good deal more 
than it was expected it would do. The 
Government were ready to tinker up the 
Volunteers, but were not ready to under- 
take real reforms with regard to the War 
Office, because it was said that all the 
important people were away. Was not 
this Bill a part of the reform? Yet 
this Bill was to be passed without delay. 
The moment the war was over the re- 
cruiting for the Army would fall so low 
that they would have difficulty in getting 
men. He thought that before anyone 
who had the good of the Volunteer force 
at heart could honestly support the Bill, 
the Government ought to give a pledge 
that they would limit Sub-section («) of 
Clause 2 to service in Great Britain and 
Ireland. If they did so, most of the 
mischief would be taken out of the Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. and 
gallant Member who spoke last is in favour 
of the passing of the Second Reading of 
this Bill, He shares the opinion of my 
hon, friend the Member for Lincoln 


that to remove the public declaration as 
to the apprehension of invasion is to 
destroy the Volunteer force as an instru- 
ment for defence. 
about that. 


We are all agreed 
He concluded his speech by 
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saying that if the Government would 
give a pledge that the men who offered 
for service under Sub-section (a) of Clause 
2 were only to serve in Great Britain, he 
would support that. 

Mr. WARNER: May I make a cor- 
rection? I did not say only to serve in 
Great Britain, but I said only to under- 
take the condition of being liable to be 
called out for service in Great Britain. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I think that 
follows ipso facto on the Bill. I must say 
it has given me the greatest satisfaction 
to find that there is almost a unanimous 
assent tothe two important objects of the 
Bill, which I described in my _ speech. 
The third object of the Bill has been 
much criticised, and naturally criticised, 
for I admit it is a novelty. I draw a 
clear distinction between the two main 
objects and the third object, which I have 
described as a matter not so much of im- 
portance as of method and convenience. 
I still hold to my own opinion that 
something must be done to avoid in 
future what I call the scandal of the 
scramble which took place in January. 
It is clear that we ought to think out 
these things in time of peace, and arrive 
at a businesslike and smooth form to be 
employed in time of war. Of course, I 
cannot claim that the third object is one 
of anything like the urgency of the first 
two propositions. That being so, I am 
not going to enter into an elaborate reply 
to arguments which rest on the fallacy 
that I attach great importance to this 
proposal for the purpose of getting a Re- 
serve for the Army. That is not so. 
But as I think there is force in the argu- 
ment that we should wait for the return 
of the Volunteers who have gone out to 
the Cape before we invite Volunteers, as 
we doin Sub-section (b) to subject them- 

selves to liability “to serve in any part 
of the world, whether within or without 
Her Majesty’s dominions,” the Govern- 
ment will not press that Sub-section. As 
regards Sub-section (a) the liability “to 
be called out for actual military service 
at any time,” we propose to limit that to 
the United Kingdom. With those modi- 
fications, I ask the House to agree to the 
second reading. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
Let us understand exactly where we are. 
I understand that the hon. Gentleman 
implies that Sub-section (b) of Clause 2 
will not be pressed. But what about Sub- 
section (a)—will it be pressed ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM ; Yes. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMA. : 
In the broad sense in which it stands they 
nay be called out for military service at 
any time, 


Mi. WYNDHAM: I endeavoured in 


Volunteer Act unless by using general 
terms, and that then under those terms 
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confine myself entirely to Sub-seetion (a), 
What the Government want to do, I 
understand, is to be able to call out the 
Volunteers for military service at any 
time. They cannot do that under the 
present Act, and they propose to get 
over the difficulty by saying that Volun- 


. . | teers shall come under an obligation to be 
my speech this morning to show that you | *~| aoe fs 
ide - ree called out for actual military service at 
cou’d not modify the provision in the | say this ' 


Objection has been taken to 


' that, because it is felt that it classifies 


you could issue restrictive regulations. | 


That is the way in which it should be} 2 ‘ os 
: | our civic foree we should have some men 


done, and [ humbly submit, if the right 
hon. Gentleman will allow me, that the 
pointcould be argued more conveniently in 
Committee if we are agreed on the 
object. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is an important object, Ladmit. I hope 
the Government will consider whether it 
requires such a sweeping phrase as this, 
that all the Volunteers everywhere are to 
be subject to be called out for service at 
any time. I think that is an alarming 
proposition. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Lam guite willing 


to argue that point in Committee. 


*Sir HENRY FLETCHER: I have 
listened to this debate in a double posi- 
tion—as having been a member of the 
Committee which has been alluded to, 
ant which sat six years ago, and also 
as having served in Her Majesty’s Volun- 
teer force since 1859. 1 do hope the 
House will accept the explanation of the 
hon. 
be read a second time, leaving out those 
parts he has alluded to. I can assure the 
House that I did not intend to take any 
part in the debate until I heard the ex- 
planation that has just been given by my 
hon. friend the Under Secretary for War. 


Gentleman, and allow the Bill to | 


I felt that the sub-section designated (b) | 


in Clause z could not receive the support 
of those who had the interest of the 
Volunteer force at heart. Now, owing 
to the explanation given to us, I feel 
relieved in my mind, and I consider that 
what is proposed to be done will be not 
only for the benefit of the Volunteers, 
but also for the benefit of the country at 
large. 


COMMANDER 
E.R., Holderness): I wish to call atten- 
tion to one feature of Sub-section (a), to 
which my hon. friend thinks he has 
received the assent of the House. I shall | 


BETHELL (Yorkshire, | 


Volunteers. I agree with those who say 
that it is extremely objectionable that in 


who have a liability different from others. 
I want to submit to my hon. friend the 
Under Secretary for War whether the 
object of the Government would not be 
met by so altering the law that the 
Government may accept the services 
of Volunteers at any time without 
placing anyone under previous obligation 
to give them. In the moment of 
emergency you want a number of men. 
As the Bill now stands you can only 
accept those men who are under previous 
liability to join. Surely there is no 
object in that. The proposal is open to 
the objection that you classify the Volun- 
teers in two separate sections. I would 
suggest that you should alter the law so 
as to give the Government power to 
accept the services of Volunteers if they 
choose. You would then have the corps 
intact as it is at present, and at the same 
time open wide the door for them to offer 
their services in time of emergency. [| am 
persuaded that that would be a much 
better and more popular reform to make 
in this direction. 1 would urge my hon. 
friend to consider the aspect of the 
question [ have just now alluded to. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) asked 
whether in the event of Sub-section 
(a) of Clause 2 becoming law, present 
Volunceers would require to be enlisted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is not so. 
They do not enlist. ‘They enrol. 
CoLoNEL WELBY (Taunton) asked 


whether there would be provision for a 
Volunteer taking himself out of the list 
by giving certain notice. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Certainly. 
Captain SINCLAIR 
asked whether it 


(Forfarshire) 
was or was not 


the case that the passing of Clause 1. 
of the Bill would impose fresh obliga- 
tions upon Volunteers now serving. 


Was 
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it not the case that it would not be 
binding on them unless they were willing 
to enter into these new obligations ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot go into 
these questions on the Second Reading. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)said it was a question whether 
they should not press this to a division if 
they did not clearly understand the inten- 
tion of the Government. What he under- 
stood was that Sub-section () of Clause 2 
would be confined to the United King- 
dom, and, secondly, that the hon. Gentle- 
man dropped Sub-section (4) altogether. 
That was not open to argument. 

Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
he should like to know from the Under 
Secretary for War in what way the con- 
sent of the Volunteers was to be given, 
whether it would be by individual con- 
tract. or by the colonel commanding. 
Would it be possible, for example, for the 
colonel of a Volunteer battalion to call 
out his 800 men on parade, and, after an 
ultra-patriotic speech, say, ‘ Now, all you 
men who are willing to go on active 
service march to the front”—the effect 
being to make all the men who stay 
behind to appear more or less unpatriotic 
or cowardly ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Assuredly not. 
There will be a separate contract with 
each individual man. If the House will 
allow the Second Reading to-day I shall 
deal with all these points in Committee. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER asked leave 
to withdraw his Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
< ’ oD 
Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


RESERVE FORCES BILL [Lords]. 
[SECOND READING ] 

Order for Second Reading read. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I think there need 
be very few words said in moving the 
Second Reading of this Bill. It has two 
objects. In the first place, it will abolish 
the present restrictions in the use of the 
supplemental sectioa of the Army Reserve. 
At present, under the Reserve Forces Act 
of 1882, Reservists of a certain category 
can only be got at when the whole of 
Sections B and C have been exhausted. 
Many difficulties arising out of that 
division have been revealed during the war. 
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had to call out 8,000 men of Sections B 
and C who were not needed. I think 
the House will see that that is very hard 
oneverybody. Itis hard on the taxpayer, 
who has to pay the man full pay when 
he is not doing full work ; it is hard oa the 
Reservist, who has, perhaps, thrown up 
his employment and is not wanted but 
sent back; itis hard on his wife, whose 
arrangements are dislocated by receiv- 
ing separation allowance for a few 
days and then the allowance ceasing ; 
it is hard on the charitable associa- 
tions which have come forward with 
such humanity to assist in these matters ; 
and it is hard on the officer in charge of 
the mobilisation, who, at a time when the 
depot is already clogged with men, has to 
deal with additional men for whom he has 
no need; and it is hard on regimental 
tradition. I think that, while preserving 
the principle that we should take the 
men who last left the Army first, we 
ought to apply that principle to regi- 
ments and not to the whole of the 
Reserve. If you want afew Reservists 
you fall back on the men who left a year 
ago, and, if you want more, you take the 
men who left two years ago. 

Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”—(.Mr. Wyndham.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I think the main object of this Bill is one 
that can be accepted. ‘There is only one 
point that [ am doubtful about, and it is 
a humble and sordid question. There 
are two classes of men who have dif- 
ferent obligations. One class get 6d. 
a day and the other class get 4d. a 
day. Supposing I have served in 
a regiment in which you have a great 
many sixpenny men, and [ personally am 
not called upon until you have exhausted 
all the sixpenny men in the other regi- 
ment, is there not a danger of injustice 
being done in dealing with the two 
classes ? I am afraid that is an important 
omission from the statement. We 
should have, of course, to give sixpence 
in every case, and a proper check on the 
number under Sub-section (b) would be 
only to pass men into that section who 
are efficient. I believe the proper way to 
keep it within limits is by raising the 
standard and paying the reserve properly. 

Captain SINCLAIR asked whether 
this Bill did not involve the placing of an 
increased charge upon the expenditure of 
the country. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: No, I do not think 
that follows at all. That is a question 
that will be debated when the Estimates 
come on. It depends on the policy of the 
Government of the day—whether they 
wish to have many or few. 


Mr. WARNER said he presumed that 
the 4d. men were to have 6d., and that 
would mean an increase on the cost of 
the Reserve, unless they reduced the 
total number. He did not suppose that 
this or any Government was likely to 
reduce the number of the Reserve. He 
thought the country was ready to meet 


the smail increased expenditure on the | 


Reserve, looking to the magnificent way 
they succeeded in filling up the regi- 
ments. 

Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


POST OFFICE — (RE-COMMITTED) 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R. 
Thirsk) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 :— 


, 


Question again proposed, “ That Clause 
1 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said there were two points in the clause to 
which he wished to refer. The first was 
with regard to Sub-section (7). When the 
Secretary of the Treasury looked at the 
reasonableness of the proposal he had to 
submit he did not think the right hon. 
Gentleman would consider there was any 
ground whatever for making an exception 
in the case of the Post Office. The Land 
Clauses Act very properly prescribed that 
where an undertaking would change the 
character of the land, the same land tax 
and poor-rate as before should be paid 
from the time of demolition until the 
property could be rated again in the ordi- 
nary way, and he saw no reason for 
exempting the Post Office from the opera- 
tion of this principle. That was a reason- 
able position, and he hoped it would 
commend itself to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Of course they could not take 
it out of the clause at the present moment, 
but the right hon. Gentleman might gfve 
them an assurance that the point would 
be considered in another place. With re- 
gard to the sub-section which provided 
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that claims for compensation by tenants 
from year to year or by leaseholders hay- 
ing unexpired terms of not more than 
eighteen months to run should be deter- 
mined under Section 121 of the Land 

‘Clauses Act, 1845, he pointea out that 
that section only referred to those holding 
from year to year, and he wished to know 
why it had been thus extended. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnpury, Pres- 
ton): The hon. Member has perfectly 
correctly stated the law under the Land 
Clauses Act. The law is that in the case 
of demolition of buildings the same land 
tax and the same poor-rate are to be paid 
as were paid before the demolition took 
place, and should continue to be paid 
until the new buildings are erected. But 
the land tax is paid to the Government, 
and it is absurd to say that the Govern- 
ment should pay the land tax to itself. 
There is no necessity to pay that tax at 
all. As to the poor-rate, I agree that the 
Government ought to go on paying the 
same poor-rate, but, at any rate, in theory, 
' the Government is not liable to pay rates 
at all, and the words of which the hon. 
Member complains are simply inserted to 
protect that right of the Crown. That 
having been done, I agree that the 
practice of paying on the same basis as 
other ratepayers should be adopted, and 
I will undertake to see that the principle 
is adopted in this case. The object of 
introducing leaseholders with not more 
than eighteen months to run into the 
other sub-section is to save legal expenses. 
The Government consider that a lease- 
holder with no greater interest than that 
is practically in the same position as a 
yearly tenant. 


Mr. WARNER said the principle had 
now been conceded that the Government 
were to pay rates like other people. 


Mr. HANBURY : The hon. Member is 
entirely mistaken. We do not pay rates 
the same as other people. The Govern- 
ment has its own valuer, and if we were 
to strike out the words regarding the 
poor rate in this case we should depart 
from our universal rule ot having our 
own valuer. 


Mr. WARNER said it was not a serious 


| thing whether the valuer was paid by the 
Government or the district. He thought 


his hon. friend was justified in 1aising 
this question. 
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Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton) said the reply of the Secretary of the 
Treasury was rather inconsistent, for this 
reason. He said in reference to the land 
tax that it was a case of the Government 
paying the tax to the Government, but in 
this case it was not so. This Bill was 
promoted by the Postmaster General. 
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because there are a variety of different 
rules of assessment throughout the 
country, so that what is a perfectly 


fair assessment in one locality may 
be a very unfair one in another. If 


| you have a hard and fast system you may 


The Post Office was a remunerative De- | 
‘in the very next county you may find 


partment of the State, and the Post Oftice 


if called upon to pay taxes at all should | 
‘ment officials is ridiculously dispropor- 
| tionate to the general assessment of other 


pay like other business concerns the taxes 
due upon the property it owned. If the 
Post Office were run by a private com- 
pany they would be liable for this tax. 
Therefore he thought the argument of 
the right hon. Gentleman was very 
illogical. He believed that the right hon. 
Gentleman argued in a different sense 
some time ago. Ifa corporation owned 
gas or water works the rates upon the 
undertaking were paid over to the 
corporation. It should be the same with 
a Government Department making about 
£4,000,000 or £5,000,000 a year. It was 
unfair that they should demolish buildings 
in any locality, and that they should for 
the time being withdraw from the 
locality the rates which would have been 
payable on the buildings demolished. 
He thought the Government 
very cheaply indeed with reference to 
rates. He held in his hand the last 
Yeturn issued to the House by the right 
hon. Gentleman. Anyone reading the 
Return and knowing the buildings in the 
different towns would see that the build- 
ings were rated far below their value, and 
did not contribute to the local rates what 
they ought to pay. He thought, there- 
fore, that the right hon. Gentleman ought 
to give a pledge that he would consider 
this subject with the view of having the 
law changed, so that this State Depart- 
ment, like any other Department, private 
individual, or company in the country 
should be held responsible for the rates 
and taxes it was entitled to pay. 


Mr. RECKITT (Lincolnshire, Brigg): 
It may interest the House in connec- 
tion with this subject to know upon 
what basis the valuer for the Post Ottice 
assesses the value for rating purposes, 


got off 


| property in the same place. 


have a post office in one county properly 
rated by the contribution paid by the 
Department to the local authority, while 


that the assessment put on by the Govern- 


I think the 
time has come when the Post Office 
should allow the assessments to be made 
by the locality, and if the Government 
still maintain the position that they are 
not compelled to pay rates, but are willing 
to make a grant in lieu of rates, that 
grant should approximate to the assess- 
ment made by the local assessment com- 
mittee. If that were done a great deal 
of friction and_ ill-feeling would be 
removed. 


Mr. CALDWELL was surprised that 
the Secretary to the Treasury had not 
given a more favourable answer. This 
Was not a question of the local or the 
Government valuators; the amount was 
fixed by the statute and not by the 
valuator at all. The question of valua- 
tion did not enter into the matter ; it 
was simply a question of justice to the 
poor rate authority. The object of the 
law was to protect everybody whose 
interest was affected, and the poor rate 
interest was here undoubtedly affected. 
It was astonishing that the Secretary to 
the Treasury did not see the difference 
between the question of the rating of 
Government property generally, and_ this 
question of protecting the interest of the 
poor rate. Nothing could be more 
reasonable than that a Government De- 
partment should in this respect be put in 
the same position as any other under- 
taking, but here Government property 
was to be treated quite differently. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 159 ; 
Noes, 119. (Division List No. 225.) 


AYES. 


Aird, John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 


Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W.(Leeds 
Sanbury, Frederick George 

' Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, 'T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carapbell, Rt. Hn.J A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
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Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain. Rt. Hon.J(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Elw.H. Athole 
Cooke,C. W. Radelitte( Heref'd) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasg’w) 
Cross,Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Man’r 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Baker, Sir John 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
sillson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 
srigg, John 
sroadhurst, Henry 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 
surt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. Bb. 
Colville, John 
Comnins, Andrew 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Daly James 
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Gunter. Colonel 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wim. 


Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir William H. 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCeeil 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kimber, Heary 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kuowles, Lees 
Lawrenee,SirE. Durning-(Cora 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Leighton, Staniey 


Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’'ns’a | 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Lony,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 


M'Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. | 


M‘Killop, James 
Manners, Lord Edward Win.J. 
Marks, Henry Hananel 


Massey-Mainwaring.Hn.W.F, | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Monk, Charles James 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

NOES. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duekworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Evans, SirFrancisH.(South’ton 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn Herbt. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwiek, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, itt.Hn. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humpbreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Jacoby, Alfred James 


| Joicey, Sir James 
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Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
fankin, Sir James 
tidley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W, 
titehie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 
found, James 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seuble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Jas. Parker ( Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M’Tagyart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edward M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Welby,Lt.Col. A.CE. (Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams,J oseph Powell-(Birm 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, ht. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young Comm under( Berks, E.) 
TE.LERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-ShuttleworthRtHnsirU. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Loubouchere, Henry 
Langley, Batty 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cam’ bl’ ad 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Ewan, William 

M:Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mather, William 

Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
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Peace, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pilkington, SirG. A.(Lanes.SW 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
reckitt, Harold James 

Leid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Scott, Charles Prestwich( Leigh 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
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Shee, James John 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 





| Ure, Alexander 
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Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
| 
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Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds.S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse,SirJ. T.(H’ddersfd 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


NorEs— 
Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Caldwell and 
Jonathan Samuel. 


‘which he had asked ought to be given. 





Mr. CALDWELL pointed out that | 


‘think there is something to be said for 


though this was nominally a Government 
measure, it was really a private Bill. It 
was, therefore, necessary that the plans 
and books of reference should be put in 
the Tea-room or elsewhere in such a way 
that those interested in the various con- 
stituencies affected might have an oppor- 
tunity of seeing the plans, and knowing 
exactly what were the proposed altera- 
tions. In this particular case, a number 
of rights-of-way were to be closed. but it 
was a very peculiar thing that, so far as 
the Corporation of London was con- 
cerned, great care was taken that no 
rights-of-way should be shut up there. 
He wished for an assurance that in future, 
when the House was practically consider- 
ing Bills of this character in Committee, 
the plans should be placed in the Tea- 
room, so that any Member in whose con- 
stituency the proposed compulsory powers 
were to be granted might have an oppor- 
tunity of seeing whether local interests 
were affected by the Bill. 


Mr. HANBURY pointed out that this 
was practically an unopposed Bill, and 
Members had had an opportunity of 
seeing the plans and books of reference 
which did not occur in the case of ordi- 
nary unopposed Bills. 


Mr. CALDWELL asked why the Com- 
mittee should be dealing with the Bill 
clause by clause and line by line if it had 
been dealt with upstairs. The position 
was altogether different from that of a 
Committee on an unopposed private Bill. 
If the form was to be kept up of making 


the House responsible for the wording of | 


the Bill by passing the measure through 
the House sitting as a Committee, 
Members ought to have the materials for 
carrying out their duty properly. He, 
therefore, thought the assurance for 





Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : I 


the demand of my hon. friend. At any 
rate, I rise to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man to give an assurance of some sort 
that local opinion will be consulted in the 
future when land is to be taken for Post 
Office purposes. In my own constituency 
land has been purchased, but no heed 
whatever has been paid to local opinion. 
A position has been selected which, in 
my judgment and in the judgment of the 
mercantile community, is altogether a 
wrong one. Instead of being in the 
centre of the town it is some distance 
away, and no notice whatever was taken 
of the representations of the most repre- 
sentative bodies in the constituency. The 
plan suggested by my hon. friend is a most 
reasonable one, and for the life of me I 


‘cannot understand why the assurance 


asked for should be refused. The right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill is 
always ready to meet representatives, 
hear their views, and as far as possible 
to consult them, but unfortunately the 
right hon. Gentleman is not the supreme 
authority in connection with the matter. 
I wish he were, as probably then there 
would not be so much opposition to these 
matters. I think we are entitled to have 
the assurance that where lands are to be 
bought the greatest possible care should 
be taken to consult local opinion, and 
that the opportunity should be given for 
Members interested to see exactly what 
is intended to be done with regard to 
post offices in their constituencies. 


Mr. HANBURY said that no doubt in 
the case of a Bill such as that under con- 
sideration where the purchase was one of 
property by the Government it was a little 


different from that of an ordinary Railway 


3ill. He would therefore consult those 
who advised him in these matters and see 
whether there wouid be any objection to 
allowing the plans in future to be placed 
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in the Tea-room. He could not himself 
see why there should be any great objec- 
tion, and if possible it should be done. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The right hon. 
Gentleman has consented to do what 
two or three years ago the Chief 
Commissioner of Works promised to do 
in relation to other Government. build- 
I wish to support the remarks of 
the hon. Member for Kirkealdy by giving 
an illustration. Three or four years ago 
I made representations to the Chief Com- 


os 
Ings. 


missioner of Works that wherever a post | 


office was to he erected, the local 
authority should be consulted, not 
only as to the site, but upon all| 
matters relating to the position 


of public buildings in relation to other | 


buildings in the town. For instance, it 


sometimes happens that the Postmaster | 
General is advised that a post office should | 


project eight or ten feet beyond the line 
of frontage of adjacent buildings, and the 
local authorities very properly resent 
that. Government buildings ought to 


comply with the local authority’s regula- | 


tions as to line of frontage, sewage, 
drainage, and sanitation. If the right 
hon. Gentleman will consult the First 
Commissioner of Works, he will find that 
three years ago he promised that when- 
ever a post office was to be erected in 
London, before the site was finally deter- 
mined upon the line of frontage should be 
submitted to the local Building Act 
authority, and that their regulations 
should be complied with. I would respect- 
fully suggest that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should carry out that promise of 
three years ago. 
cussion, as in Clauses 6 and 7, the 
City Corpcration is selected for special 
reference, and to vhat particular body 
extraordinary deference is shown. I would | 
advise the right hon. Gentleman to cut | 
out the references to any particular 
city, and say that whenever a post office 
is built the local regulations should be 
complied with. If he makes a general 
reference of that kind he will get his Bills 
through much more easily, because he will 
then not have Member after Member for 
towns specially mentioned getting up and 
making speeches, and other Members 
who are excluded protesting against these 
special references. 





Mr. WARNER: I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will really carry out the half- 
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In the clause under dis- | 


(Ie-committed) Bill. 


| promise he has made to bring the plans 
| into some place where we can see:them, 


and also arrange that we shall he 
able to see them in sufficient time, 
The great difficulty is that plans 
are very often not deposited jn 


|time for people to realise that great 
injustice is being done to a_ locality, 
There have been two or three instances 
|in my own constituency where the post 
| office has not given complete satisfaction 
in regard to site, etc., and where, if the 
| plans had been deposited in time, a satis. 
factory arrangement might have 
arrived at. 


been 





| 
Clause agreed to. 


| Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 


| Clause 5 :— 
| 

| Mr. CALDWELL pointed out that in 
| regard to this clause there was another 
| ditficulty connected with the want of 
|plans. The policy of Parliament had 
| been that when powers were granted 
| to any undertaker to pull down dwellings 
| beyond a certain number the occupants 
| should be rehoused. Owing to want of 
| plans, however, it could not be seen what 
the effect of the proposals of the Post 
Office would be on the dwellings of the 
working classes. 


| 
| 


| Mr. HANBURY said the objection of 
ithe hon. Member had been met to a 
‘certain extent by the promise to look 
|into the matter of the laying of plans. 
| He did not think, however, that any 
| houses would be taken under the Bill 
| which, in the case of an ordinary private 
Bill, would have come within the opera- 
tion of the clause to which the hon. Mem- 
ber had referred. 


Mr. CALDWELL thought the reply of 
the Secretary to the Treasury was a very 
general answer indeed. It really amounted 
to saying that the right hon. Gentleman 
did not know anything about it, and the 
Committee were asked to pass the Bill 
without any of the information to which 
they were entitled. He would suggest that 
some slight Amendment should be made 
in the Bill, in order to necessitate a Report 
stage, and before that stage was taken 
the necessary information could be given. 
It was evident, however, that the Govern- 





Mr. Hanbury. 
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ment intended to carry the Bill without 
amendment, but they could not expect to 
get it through as easily as they would do 
if they were perfectly frank in the 
matter. Why should not a paying con- 
cern like the Post Office pay ina busi- 
ness-like way, instead of seeking to escape 
the ordinary liabilities that Parliament 
imposed upon everybody to whom com- 
pulsory powers were granted ¢ 


Mr. HANBURY thought the hon. 
Member was wrong in not accepting his 
statement with regard to the number of 
houses to be pulled down, but he would 
undertake to have the matter again looked 
into, and the fullest information should be 
given on the Third Reading. If there 
were cases which in a private Bill would 
come within the operation of the clause 
referred to, he would undertake that that 
clause should be male to operate in regard 
to this Bill. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S ) 
said that the effect of this clause taken 
with Clause 1 would be that in some 
districts the assessable value of the dis- 
trict would be reduced. The Post Oftice 
might pull down buildings valued at £300 
or £400 and erect a building which the 
Government valuator might assess at only 
£100, with the result that there would be 
a decided loss to the local authority. 
This clause again proved how unfair it 
was that a local authority should not be 
allowed to assess these buildings on the 
same basis as other property in the 
district. 


Mr. HANBURY pointed out that the | 


hon. Member seemed to assume that the 
property to be erected by the Government 
would be of less value than that to be de- 
molished, whereas really the buildings to 
be erected would be much more valuable. 
It was quite possible to say the buildings 
would not be assessed at the same rate, 
because as a matter of fact the Govern- 
ment were exempt from rates altogether. 
The hon. Member should however 
recollect that, at any rate, within the last 
few years, the Treasury had seen to it 
that the valuation made by the Govern- 
ment valuer should be at least equal to 
that made by the local authority, and he 

challenged any hon. Member to point to 
a single case in which there had been any 
complaint in that respect from the local 
assessment committee. 
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Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL expressed 


his willingness to respond to the challenge 
of the right hon. Gentleman. In Stock- 
ton-on-Tees the post office, customs house, 
Inland Revenue house, county court, 
telephone wires, and other items were all 
rated at the small amount of £470. If 
they were assessed by the local valuer 
the amount would be much higher, and 
he believed the post office alone would be 
assessed at over £400. When the right 
hon. Gentleman asserted that Govern- 


/ment property was assessed at the same 


value as other property was assessed at 
by the local authorities, if he would look 
through his own Return he would see that 
that was not the case. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 
Mr. CALDWELL said that in this 


clause there was a general proviso that 
the Postmaster General might divert, 
alter, and stop up any street, roadway, 
or passage within the limits of any of the 
lands shown on the plans. In the case 
of this Bill they were dealing with two 
comparatively poor districts in London, 
and they were dealing with public rights. 
Sub-section 2 





‘‘ Nevertheless, nothing in this Act shall 
authorise the Postmaster General to stop up 
or close the public passage or footway 
between Lombard Street and King William 
Street, known as Post Office Court, in the City 
of London.” 


|He was not complaining of that, but it 


showed the different way in which London 
was treated as compared with other parts 
of the kingdom. He wanted to know 
exactly the effect of closing up that 
passage, because they had not the plans 
before them. Not having those plans 
they could not allow a passage to be 
closed without knowing exactly how and 
in what respect the public interests would 
be affected. 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Member 
must know very well that this passage 
could not be closed without the assent of 
the public authority, and that assent 
would not be given if it was against the 
public interest. The public authorities 
have had the fullest opportunity of seeing 
the plans and of knowing everything that 
was to be done. They had the power of 
presenting petitions against the Bill, but 
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no such petitions have been presented, 
and no opposition whatever has been 
raised on the part of the local authorities. 
Therefore I think it is very strange that 
the hon. Member should repeat, on clause 
after clause, his want of confidence in the 
local authorities. 
must know the circumstances 
locality better than anyone else, and they 
have had the fullest opportunity of seeing 
the plans. They have had the fullest in- 
formation possible. The only real basis 
for any complaint which the hon. Member 
makes is apparently the sub-section which 
provides :— 

“Nothing in this Act shall authorise the 

Postmaster General to stop up.or close the 
public passage or footway between Lombard 
Street and King William Street.” 
That is a very important passage, which 
the Post Office would never have thought 
of closing up, and therefore they have no 
objection whatever to this proviso. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 7 :— 


*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton): With regard to this clause I notice 
that both Clauses 7 and 8 are clauses very 
general in form. They have no _parti- 
cular application to this Bill, but they are 
special protective clauses which relate to 
the Corporation of the City of t.ondon, 
and to it only. Are these special protec- 
tive clauses put into this Bill by reason of 
action by the Corporation of London 
during the pendency of this Bill, or is 
there any understanding between the 
Government and the Corporation that in 
the case of Post Office Bills these pro- 
tective clauses shall be put in? It seems 
to me most important that this House 
sheuld know what are the reasons why 
the Corporation of the City of London is 
treated differently to the other great 
corporations. 


Mr. HANBURY: So far as I know 
the only reason for putting in this clause 
with regard to the City of London is that 
it has been the practice for a great number 
of years to put it in. I am quite ready 
to admit that I do not think there ought 
to be any distinction drawn between the 
Corporation of London and other corpora- 
tions. I will consult the solicitor to the 
Post Office on this subject, and J shall be 
perfectly willing to have amendments 


Mr. Hanbury. 


{COMMONS} 


‘introduced in another place to put the 
other corporations affected by this Bill jn 
exactly the same position as the Corpora- 
tion of the City of London. 


Clause agreed to. 


The local authorities | 
of the 


Clause 8 agreed to. 
Clause 9 :— 


Mr. CALDWELL said that a period of 
three years for the compulsory purchase 
of lands was a rather long period, and he 
wished to know why it was necessary, 


Mr. HANBURY: I cannot admit that 
three years isa long period. I should 
have thought the argument would have 
been rather to extend the time. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 10 :— 


Mr. CALDWELL said it seemed very 
strange that they should ask for a special 
exemption only in the case of one par- 
ticular district in London. He thought 
the onus was upon the Secretary to the 
Treasury to justify this exemption. In 
the case of Whitechapel it was densely 
populated, and if they took more ground 
than they required an open space might 
be made in that overcrowded district. 
He did not see why, if they were going to 
put a post office up in a place of that 
kind, they should have any special exemp- 
tion. 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Member 
ean hardly be aware of what is the ordinary 
practice in Railway Bills. In Railway 
Bills a clause to this effect is inserted, but 
the difference between a Government Bill 
and Railway Bills is that when the clause 
is inserted in Railway Bills it applies 
generally to all the purchases made. 
They do not pick out one particular pro- 
perty, but they carry a sweeping exemp- 
tion over the whole properties purchased 
by them. The Government have not 
done that in this Bill, but they have re- 
served this clause for one piece of land 
only. With regard to other purchases, 
we are perfectly willing to leave our case 
within the four corners of the Act. ‘This 
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401 Oil in Tobacco 


Whitechapel case has nothing to do with | 


the City Corporation. The property we 
require has upon it a house with a large 
timber yard at the back. We do not 
want to buy the whole of this property, 
and it is under those circumstances that 
this clause has been inserted in the Bill. 
Of course the case has to be referred to a 


jury, and if the jury decide that we have | 


to buy the whole of it we shall have to 
buy it. 


Mr. CALDWELL said the reply which 
had been given only showed the necessity 
for making the inquiry, because they had 
not had the plans and consequently knew 
nothing about this land. They knew 
that as regarded Railway Bills that general 
proviso was put in, and if it had been put 
in this Bill in a general way perhaps it 
would not have needed any explanation. 
But when the Government applied it only 
to Saint Mary, Whitechapel, they were 
entitled to have an explanation. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 11 :— 


Mr. CALDWELL said that in this case 
the Government had taken land for the 
post office, and the clause contained a 
proviso which would prevent them dis- 
posing of the land except by the permis- 
sion of the railway company. In case of 
disagreement as to price it was to be 
settled by arbitration. Why was it 
necessary to bring in the Arbitration Act 
of L889 to settle the compensation to be 
given! Why could this matter not be 
taken under the Lands Clauses Act? He 
thought some little explanation was 
necessary, for there might be a_ special 
reason. The mode of settlement was 
rather different. He believed that under 
the Arbitration Act of 1889 the arbitra- 
tion was done by one arbitrator, whereas 


under the Lands Clauses Act there would | 


be two arbitrators. 


Member 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. 


must recollect that, after all, we are 
acting in friendly concert with the 
London and South Western Railway 


Company in this matter. The method 
provided by the Arbitration Act of 1889 
is the mode of arbitration which they 
prefer, and really there is very little 
difference between the two. This is the 
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mode which the railway company prefer, 
and the Post Office is willing to agree to 
it. After all, I think the two parties 
concerned are the best judges of what 
the mode of arbitration ought to be. 


Mr. CALDWELL said his idea was to 
make the Bill symmetrical, although his 
proposal did not substantially alter the 
clause in any way. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clauses 12, 13, 14, and 15 agreed to. 


Bill reported, with Amendment ; to be 
read the third time To-morrow. 


COUNTY COURTS (INVESTMENT OF 
DEPOSITS) BILL [Lords]. 

Consideredin Committee, and reported ; 

as amended, to be considered To-morrow. 


LUNACY BOARD (SCOTLAND) 
(SALARIES, ETC.) BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and reported ; 
as amended, to be considered To-morrow. 


OIL IN TOBACCO BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL thought the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer ought to give 
some explanation of this measure 


Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): The reason for the introduction of 
this Bill is to limit the quantity of oil 
used in the manufacture of tobacco, there 
being at present no prohibition as to the 
quantity of oil that may be used. It has 
been found that some manufacturers put 
too much oil into their tobacco, with the 


| result that the public who consume it are 


injured and the revenue is defrauded. 
Not only this, but it is very unfair com- 
petition. 


Question proposed. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 





403 Supply— 
INEBRIATES AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL [Lords]. 

Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [21st 
June], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


And which Amendment was— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill 
read a second time, and committed for 
To-morrow. 


SUPPLY [l7rTH JULy]. 
tesolutions reported :— 


‘Navy Estimates, 1900--i901 (including 
Supplementary Estimate). 


1, Sec. 3. “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£6,739,000 (including an additional sum 
of £410,000), be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of the Contract 
Work for Shipbuilding, Repairs, ete., 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901.” 


2. Sec. 2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£4,109.100 (including an additional sum 
of £55,100), be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of the Material for 
Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc., 
including the cost of Establishments of 
Dockyards and Naval Yards «t Home and 
Abroad, which will come in course of pay- 
‘ment during the year ending on the 31st 
-day of March, 1901.” 
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3. See. 1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,523,000 (including an additional sum 
of £11,000), be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of the Personnel for 
Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, ete., 
including the cost of Establishments of 
Dockyards and Naval Yards at Home 
and Abroad, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1901. 

4. “That an additional sum, not ex- 
ceeding £793,200, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course <f payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for additional Expenditure on the 
following Navy Services, viz. :— 

Pd 


Vote 9. Naval Armaments . 753,200 
Vote i0. Works, Buildings, 

and Repairs at Home and 

Abroad . £0,000 
Total £793,200” 

5. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£267,100, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Expenses of the Admiralty 
Office, which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution agreed to. 


Second Resolution : 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the said Resolution.” 


The House divided: —Ayes, 180 ; Noss, 
32. (Division List No. 226.) 


AYES. 


Aird, John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt HuGerald W (Leeds 
‘Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beach, RtHon SirM. H.(Bristol 
Seckett, Ernest Willian 
Bilison, Alfred 

Blundeil, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 


Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


| Brown, Alexander H. 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
3ryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys. 


| Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Birm 


Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore'r 
Chaplain, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 
Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe( Heref'd) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William T. 
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Suj ply — 


Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlav, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery , Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry” 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Llovd 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (Cy of Lond. 
Goldard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, 


Greville, Hon. Ron ald 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 


Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burns, John 
Carvill, Patrick ¢ 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 
Commins, Andrew 

Crean, Eugene 

Curran, Thomas (Slivo, S.) 
Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doovan, P. C. 


reo. Hamilton 


Third Resolution agreed to. 


Fourth Resolution : 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 


Aird, John 

Anson, Sir Wiliiam Reynell 
Arrol, Sir ge: am 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. 
Baird, 


John 


Balearres, Lord 


VOL. 


LXXXVI. 


WalfordD.(Wednesb’y | 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | 


tubert W. | 


John Geor ve Alexander 
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Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn. 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumb Vd 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans. ) 
i 1 Walter Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
Lyttelton, Hon. 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Killop, James 

Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn F.(Monmouthsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


Alfred 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 


Murray, Rt Hn AGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wynd. (Bath) 
Nieol, Donald Ninian 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Oldroyd, Mark 
Palmer,George Wm. (Reading) 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb ) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 


Pilkington,SirG A.(LanesS W 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 


NOES 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Langley, Batty 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Connor, T. P. ( Liverpool) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 


| 
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Rankin, Sir James 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robinson, Brooke 
found, ee 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrene) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scoble, at Andrew Richard 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw -Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm.( Derbyshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,James Parker( Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, William Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Welby, Lt.-Col ACE (Taunton) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams,JosephPowell-(Birm 
W uson-Todd, Wim. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.( Bath) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf’d 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Y oung, ( ‘ommander (Berks, E. ) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Reckitt, Harold James 

Shee, James John 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merth’r 
Yoxall, James Henry 


NoES— 
Flavin. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. 


this House doth agree with the Committee 


in the said Resolution.” 


The 
Noes, 25. 
AYES. 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J 


.(Manchl’r 


House 
(Division List No, 227.) 


dulfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds | 


Banbury, 


Frederick George 
Barlow, 


John Eminott 


Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H. (Bristol | 


Beekett, Ernest William 


[FOURTH SERIES. | P 


divided :—Ayes, 182; 


Billson, Alfred 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
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Brown, 
Brunner, 


Alexander H. 
Sir a = 
Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Rybura 
Burt, Thomas 
Butcher, John George 
pert Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
ee Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. HH. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D'rbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.( Birn. ) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore'r 
thaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. J 
Cooke,C W. Radcliite( Hereford 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dixon-Hartland,)Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duekworth, James 
Duna, Sir William 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 


esse 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher. Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 

Gartit, err 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. AG. H.(Cityof Lond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burns, John 
Carvill, Patrick 
Clark, Dr. G. Bb. 
Commins, Andrew 
Crean, Eugene 
Curran, ‘Thoinis 
Daly, James 
Dillon, John 


Geo. Hamilton 


(Sligo, S.) 


Fifth Resolution :— 


Further consideration 


to-morrow. 





In pursuance of the Order of the [louse 


‘OMMONS} 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Wa'ter 
Hovre, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


Holland, William Henry 
Houldsworth, Si) William H. 


Howell, William ‘Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 


James Altred 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Know! iS, Lees 
Langley, Batty 
Laatene e,SirE, Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. 
Leighton, Stanley 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn- (Swan.) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Comming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MEwan, William 
M* — James 
M+ Leod, John 
Mendl, Sigi: smund Ferdinand 
Meysey- nage ae son, Sir HH. M. 
Middlemore, Throgmorton 
Milward, taht Vietor 
Monk, Charles James 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monn’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
esas Oe Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, ( a arles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndivum (Bath) 
Nicol, — ald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Palmer, George W. (Re 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


Jacoby, 





sudine) 


NOES, 


Donelan, Captain A. 

Doovan, PLC 

Flynn, dames Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Frances 
Lawson, SirWill. (Cum land) 


Maealeese, Daniel 
NMi‘trhee Richard 
O'Brien, Patriek (kilkenny 


(Y Connor, 'T. 
Pickard, Benjamin 


P. (Live rpool) 


of the 16th day of this instant 


Speaker 


deferred till 





Question put. 


the House. 


Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlinet’n 
Pease, Joseph A. (Norihumb,) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Vierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington. SirG. A.(L: anes.S\W 
Powell, Sir Francis Sh: up 


408 


Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dry burch 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Ridley, Rt. Ha.SirMatthewW, 
Ritelie, Re. Hn. ¢ ‘has. Thomson 


Robinson, Brooke 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. (‘Ty 


yrone) 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew) 


Sidebotham, oJ. W. Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Williaa 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. Jno. (Forfarsh, 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 


tl Der bysh. 


Smith, Hon. W. RL Du(Steand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Spicer, Mivort 
S:anhope, 1 Philip J. 
Stanle ’, Hn. ‘arth ul Orin kirk 
Stewart, Si Mark McT 
Stirling-Masxwell, Sir Join M. 
Sione, Sir Benjam 
Strachey, Edward 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hlon. Charles Hedley 
Tennant, Harold Jolin 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Tomlinson, Win. E lw. Murray 
Prit ton, Charles ae 
Valton, pigs son( Leeds,S., 
Warde, -{ ‘ol. a Kent) 
Welby bts Col. AG Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(As! ton wider-L. 
Wil lianis, Josep! iVowell-(Birm 
Wilson-Todd, Win. i. Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Ri ilonu Kt. Bath 
Woodhouse sird. T. ( thi ulilrsili 
Wylie, Alexander 
Woyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


Young, Commietnder (Berks. E 
Yoxall, Jitaes Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Shee, James John 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Doneyal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, WLR. 


° 
PeLLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mer. MaeNeil! and Mr. 
Flavin 
July, Mr 
adjourned the House without 


it a quarter after 


Adjourned : 
Six of the eloek. 
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DILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 

Durham (County of) Electric Power 

Supply. 

Lancashire Electric Power. 

Also the Certificate that in the case of the 
following Bill the further proofs required 
by the Standing Orders Committee have 
been given :— 

Plymouth, Stonehouse, and Devonport 

Tramways. 
And also the Certificate that the further 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 


ing Bill have not been complied with :— 
North Metropolitan Electric Power 


Supply. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


TAUNTON CORPORATION BILL. 

Report of Her Majesty’s Attorney 
General received, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND_ EPP- 
ING FOREST RAILWAY (ABANDON- 
MENT) BILL. 

NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 

POWER SUPPLY BILL. 
Examiner’s Certificates of non-compli- 
ance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 

Monday next. 


MARKET WEIGHTON DRAINAGE AND 
NAVIGATION BILL. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY (WALES) BILL. 


Reported with Amendments. 


{19 JuLy 1900} 





410 


Business. 


| TAUNTON CORPORATION BILL 





COVENTRY CORPORATION BILL. 


HASTINGS CORPORATION BILL. 
ALEXANDRA PARK BILL. 


SOUTHPORT CORPORATION BILL. 

| Moved, That the Order made on 12th 
day of March last, “‘ That no Private Bill 
brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tuesday 
the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
| with, and that the Bills be now read 2¢; 
agreed to ; and Bills read 2% accordingly. 
| TAUNTON CORPORATION BILL. 

| 

| COVENTRY CORPORATION BILL. 

| HASTINGS CORPORATION BILL. 

Committed. 


ALEXANDRA PARK BILL. 
| Committed. The Committee to be 


| proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
SUUTHPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
Committed. 





| 
SUNDERLAND CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L.]. 
Read 3, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 


passed, and returned to the Commons. 


SOUTH-EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Read 3%, with the Amendments ; 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS 
| BILL. 
| Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 
| passed, and returned to the Commons. 


| GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL. 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN RAIL- | 
WAY BILL. | 


The Queen’s consent, and the consent | 
of His Royal Highness the Prince of | BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL [u.1.] 
Wales in right of his Duchy of Cornwall, | Commons Amendments considered, and 
signified, and Bill reported with Amend- | agreed to, with an Amendment ; and Bill 
ments. returned to the Commons. 


VOL. LXXXVI. [FourtH SErigs. ] Q 


Committed for To-morrow. 
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SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.1.]. 

FALKIRK AND DISTRICT WATER BILL 
(HLL. }. 

Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Commons Amendment considered, and 
agreed to. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [1.1.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


WELLINGBOROUGH AND DISTRICT 
TRAMROADS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amen its agreed to. 
Amendments agreed t 


ASTON MANOR TRAMWAYS BILL [#.1.]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


GWYRFAI RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL | 


WATER BILL [4.1]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with theconsideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The 
Orders made on the 26th of June and 
Monday last discharged ; and Bill com- 
mitted for To-morrow. 


CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVE- 
MENTS BILL, 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The Orders made on Thursday 
and Monday last discharged; and Bill 
committed. 

NORTHERN RAILWAY (LRE- 
LAND) BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee 
That the Committee had not proeeeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 


GREAT 


{LORDS} 
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thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The Orders made on the 2nd 
instant and Monday last discharged ; and 
3i11 committed. 


LONDON (ST. LUKE) PROVISIONAL 


ORDER BILL. 


LONDON (SOUTHWARK) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

Moved, That the order made on the 
12th day of March last, “That no Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
before the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Tuesday, the 
26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2¢; 
agreed to; Bills read 2¢ accordingly, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (LRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (LRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No, 2) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bills reported without amend- 


ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 10) BILL. 


LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 


LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL, 


LOCAL 


PROVISIONAL 
WORKING 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDER (HOUSING OF 
CLASSES) BILL. 

Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, 

GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


LOCAL 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 3% (according to Order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 
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METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY 
(ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Maps, plans, and diagrams to accom- 
pany the minutes of evidence and report 
of Her Majesty’s Commissioners appointed 
to inquire into the subject of the water 
supply within the limits of the Metro- 
politan Water Companies. 


Reports, Le. 


LOCAL TAXATION (IRELAND). 
Return for the year 1898-99. 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 
Return of the number of eviction 
notices filed during the quarter ended 
30th June, 1900. 





| 


| 

| 

| QUEEN'S COLLEGE, CORK. 

| Annual Report of the President, for the 

session 1899-1900. 

| IMPERIAL INSTITUTE (INDIAN 

| SECTION). 

' Annual Report for the year 1899-1900. 

GREENWICH OBSERVATORY. 

teport of the Astronomer Royal to the 

Board of Visitors of the Royal Observa- 

| tory, Greenwich, read at the annual 

visitation of the Royal Observatory, 26th 
| June, 1900. 


| Presented (by Command), and ordered 


to lie on the Table. 
LAND REGISTRY. 
Account of receipts and payments in 


| respect of the Land Registry for the year 
i ended 3lst March, 1900. 


| HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE AND COURT 
OF APPEAL. 

| Account showing the receipts and ex- 

| penditure in respect of the High Court of 

| Justice and the Court of Appeal during 

' the year ended 31st March, 1900. 


; COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH 
COURT OF JUSTICE) (IRELAND). 
Annual account of receipts and dis- 

bursements, for the year ended 31st 

December, 1899. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minute, dated 29th June, 


1900, granting a retired allowance to 
Mr. Thomas Alfred Ineh, a second 


413 Returns, {19 Jur 
? 

LONDON (CLERKENWELL AND HOL.- | 
e BORN) PROVISILONAL ORDER BILL. 
: LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 
d ORDER BILL. 

Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
. passed. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

I ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

F (Chester Rural Order.) 

e LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

,. ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

t (Dorchester Order.) 

e LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 

ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 

d (Torquay Order.) 

; TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL ORDERS 

d (No. 5) BILL. 

bs (Weston-super-Mare Order.) 

TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT 

COUNCIL BILL. 

P BRAY AND ENNISKERRY RAILWAY 

BILL. 

' ALEXANDRA PARK BILL. 

; NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
> tion, That the following Lords be pro- | 
. posed to the House to form the Select 

Committee for the consideration of the 
ys said Bills, viz. : 
E E. Carrington, 
L. Churchill, 
0 L. Stanmore, 
L- L. Rathmore (chairman), 
f L. Heneage ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
I accordingly The Committee to meet on 
; Tuesday next, at Eleven o’clock ; and all 
petitions referred to the Committee, with | 
L leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the | 
. Bills. 
L yy, r ro 7 IVY pyeyy 
i RETURNS, REPORTS, HTC. 
TREATY SERIES, No. 14 (1900). 
' Treaty of friendship, commerce and 
: navigation between the United Kingdom 
and the Republic of Honduras ; signed at 
Guatemala, 21st January, 1887 (ratifica- 
tions exchanged at Guatemala, 3rd | 
. February, 1900); together with an 
d explanatory protocol signed at Guatemala 
3rd February, 1900. 








i division clerk (higher grade) under the 
| nis £ 
( 


) 
~ 


d 
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Board of Trade, under Section 2 of the 
Superannuation Act, 1887. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
Second Report from the Select Com- 
mittee made ; to be printed; and to be 
considered on Tuesday next. 


COPYRIGHT (ARTISTIC) BILL [1.1]. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments, and committed to 
a Committee of the whole House on 
Monday next; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 192.) 


COPYRIGHT BILL [u.1.]. 

COPYRIGHT (ARTISTIC) BILL [H.1.}. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
with the proceedings of the Committee) 
made, and to be printed (No. 193): 
Minutes of evidence, together with an 
appendix, laid upon the Table, and 
delivered out. 


POOR REMOVAL BILL. 
(THIRD READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read. 


Bill read 3% (according to Order). 


Lorp DAVEY: My Lords, I must 
apologise for troubling your Lordships 
with an Amendment to this Bill at this 
stage. My noble friend Lord Avebury, 
in Committee of the whole House, moved 
a clause which had the same object, but 


which was not substantially in the same | 
words as the Amendment standing in my | 
That Amendment | 


name on the Paper. 
was, however, rejected. My noble friend 
was under the impression that he could 
move it again before the Standing Com- 
mittee, but the noble Earl who presides 
over that Committee expressed the 
opinion that that could not be done. 
Therefore I ask your Lordships to con- 
sider the Amendment which I have put 
down. ‘The first sub-section of Clause 1 
of this Bill is as follows— 

“ A person who has resided continuously for 
five years in England shall not thereafter be 
removed to Ireland under the Acts relating to 
the relief of the peor.” 


{LORDS} 


(No. 191.) | 








| It has occurred to many of us that that is 
| rather a large order and rather vague in 
its terms. An Irish labourer may have 
| tramped about the country seeking and 
| finding, or not finding, work, for five 
| years or for a less period, and then he 
| may apply for poor relief in a parish into 
which, perhaps, he has only come within 
the previous week. It is unjust to the 
ratepayers of that parish or union that 
they should be burdened with the main- 
tenance of the Irish labourer, who really 
has no connection whatever with the 
place, merely because he happened to be 
in a particular parish or union when he 
applied for relief. I propose, therefore, to 
insert, after the first sub-section, the 
words— 

“Provided that such person shall have 
| resided continuously for at least six months in 
the parish or union from which it is proposed 
| to remove him.” 


That will give a guarantee of some resi- 
dential connection with the parish or 
union in which he seeks relief, and it will 
also follow the precedent in the Scottish 
Act. Under that Act the pauper cannot 
_avoid removal from Scotland to Ireland 
unless he has resided for, I believe, a 
whole year in the place from which it is 
sought to remove him. I am sure your 
Lordships will see that the clause, as it 
| stands, may impose a great burden upon 
the ratepayers of a parish or union with 
which the pauper has no connection 
| whatever, and I hope the House will 
agree to my Amendment. 


Moved— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 7, after ‘the 

| poor’ to insert ‘provided that such person 

shall have resided continuously for at least six 

months in the parish or union from which it is 
proposed to remove him.’ ”—(Lord Davey.) 


*LorD MORRIS: My Lords, I hope the 
House will not agree to this Amendment, 
which would practically render the Bill 
-ent.rely inoperative and useless. I do 
not think my noble and learned friend 
can have studied the history of this ques- 
tion, which has been agitated for the last 
fifty years. It is thirty-four years since I 
myself moved in the House of Com- 
monst— 

“That the state of the law of removal from 
England to Ireland of persons receiving poor- 
law relief is one deserving of the immediate 
attention of Parliament and of the Govern- 
ment.” 


+ See The Parliamentary Debates {Third 
Series], Vol. clxxxiv., p. 299. 
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The late Mr. Charles Villiers, who was at | land is to be relieved in England, but the 
that time at the head of the Poor-Law | question is where. The Bill gives him 
Board, stated that this was “a very old | his choice, the amendment says he is to 
srievance.” That was his language | be relieved where he has worked. Why 
thirty-four years ago, and this is the first | should an Irishman be placed in a different 
practical attempt to remedy thatgrievance. | position in this matter from an English- 
[think [can appeal—in support of my state- | man or a Scotsman? If he were a Scots- 
ment that this has always been a subject man or an Englishman he would not 
of great grievance in Ireland—to the | obtain a settlement in the way indicated 
noble Earl opposite, Earl Spencer, who | by this Bill. Under this Bill av Irish- 
had a very long reign in Ireland as Lord | man, although he may not have lived in 
Lieutenant. Under the present state of the parish or union in which he applies 
the law an Irish labourer who comes over | for relief more than a few days, is able to 
here as a boy, and who probably spends | throw himself upon that parish or union 
the whole of his life in this country, may, | for the rest of his life. Surely, if he has 
in his old age, when he is like a squeezed been working for some time in one part 
lemon, be sent over and pitched on of England there should be power to 
the coast of Ireland to be taken care of | remove him to that part of England when 
by the first union into which he is placed. | he becomes chargeable to the poor law. 
It is not a question between one parish , By this Bill as it stands you are cutting 
and another parish ; it is an inter- | into the root of the whole law of settle- 
national question between England and | ment. All that my noble and learned 
Ireland. There is at present no reci-| friend asks is that the person shall have 
procity. An Irish pauper who applied been for six months in the parish or 
for relief in England can be removed | union in which he claims relief. Surely 
to Ireland, but an English-born pauper that is a very reasonable suggestion. 
who applies for relief in Ireland must What we fail to see is why, in the case 
be kept in Ireland by the union to of an Irishman, all the safeguards in the 
which he applies. This question he- working of the poor law which Parlia- 
tween different parishes in England has ment has devised in the case of English- 
nothing, to do with the Irish grievance. men and Scotsmen should be dispensed 
The English parishes must fight it out with. 
amongst themselves. If aman who has 
heen absent from Ireland for five vears Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I still 
does not form a settlement according to maintain the view I expressed when Lord 
English law in a certain parish, Avebury’s Amendment was before the 
what has that to do with Ireland? Why House. It is impossible to put the two 
should he be sent back to Ireland on that countries on the same footing, for the 
account? The promoters of this bill very reason that in Ireland there is not a 
have drawn a very large limit in saying | law of settlement and in England there 
an Irish person should have resided for is, An Englishman who happens to 
five years continuously in England before be in Ireland and applies for relief 
becoming irremovable. In my opinion has to be relieved by the union 
that period is too long. I hope the in which he applies, and cannot be 
House will not, at the twelfth hour, removed, whereas an Irishman applying 
strangle a Bill which has been |ong | for relief in England can be removed back 
looked forward to in Ireland, and whi ¢h to his own country. Therefore I say, if 
will remedy what has always created .a you are going to remove this difficulty, do 
great deal of annoyance and dissati - it in a liberal spirit. It is only fair that, 
faction. as an Englishman cannot be removed from 
Ireland, an Irishman should be placed in 
*Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, the a similar position when in this country. 
Amendment I moved when the Bill was 
in Committee was discussed for some little THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: This 
while and withdrawn. It was not) Bill does not give reciprocity. It says 
rejected. The noble and learned Lord an [Irishman must have resided five years 
who has just spoken has not dealt with in England before becoming irremovable. 
the case of this Amendment. It is notan Reciprocity would be to put an Irishman 
Irish question. We have agreed that an! in the same position in England as an 
Irishman who has been five years in Eng-| Englishman occupies in Ireland. It 
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would be reciprocity if an Irishman 
in England was entitled to obtain relief 
in any parish or union where he might 
apply for it and be irremovable. 


I certainly do feel as strongly 
as the noble and learned Lord 
opposite that this has been a_ real 


and substantial grievance in Ireland. 
The question is whether, in removing this 
grievance conditionally upon a residence 
of five years, it is desirable that you 
should place upon the parishes in which 
Irishmen apply for relief, and in which 
they may only have been residing for a 
few days, the burden of perpetually main- 
taining them. 


Lorp HARRIS: I was under the im- 
pression that the noble Karl the Leader 
of the Opposition spoke on the Second 
veading, and that he was a supporter of 
the measure. 


THE Fart or KIMBERLEY : I made 
exactly the same remarks on the Second 
Reading. 


Lorp HARRIS: I do not contest, as 
I said in Committee, the fact that Eng- 
land will suffer under this Bill. The 
measure was introduced with the idea of 
removing from Ireland some of the injus- 
tice she has long laboured under, and I 
do not deny that the burden has fallen 
upon England. I may remind your Lord- 
ships that this Amendment was negatived 
in Committee after a long discussion. 


Lorp AVEBURY: I beg my _ noble 
friend’s pardon. It was withdrawn. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsiipourNE): Yes, after a 
full discussion. 


Lorp HARRIS: I understood that the 
noble Lord accepted the arguments as 
sufficient, and withdrew his Amendment. 
Technically I was wrong in saying it was 
negatived, but the noble Lord had an 
opportunity of going to a division, which 
he did not avail himself of. The pro- 
posal on that occasion was that the pauper | 
should have resided continuously for at 
least twelve months in the parish or union | 
from which it was proposed to remove | 
him. The noble and learned Lord oppo- | 
site now proposes a residence of six | 
months. This would really do away alto- | 

! 


gether with the justice the Government 
asks you to do to Ireland. It would make 


The Earl of Kimberley. 
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removability very much more easy and 
irremovability very much more difficult, 
If you are going to do this act of justice 
to Ireland, I submit that it is better to 
do it with a good grace. The noble Lord 
below the gangway (Lord Avebury) 
argued that it would be hard upon the 
union of the parish on which the liability 
of maintaining the pauper would in 
future rest unless such an Amendment 
were adopted. I admit that, but all the 
unions and parishes in England run the 
risk, which is therefore shared amongst 
them all. I submit that as the Bill has 
gone through its various stages in this 
House, there is no reason for amending 
it in the way suggested by the noble 
and learned Lord. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Bill passed. 


DIOCESAN REGISTRATION BILL [4.1.1] 
Amerdments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3*¢ To-morrow. 


CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Read 3' (according to Order), and 

passed. 

MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF 
SHLPUWNERS AND OTHERS) BILL. 
Amendment reported (according to 

Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 

MEMBERS OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES 

RELIEF BILL [a.1.] 
Amendments reported (according to 

Order): A further amendment made: 

and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL [H.1.] 
Read 3" (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


VETERINARY SURGEONS (AMEND- 
MENT) BILL. 
Kead 3° (according to Order), and 


passed. 

TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) 

BILL. 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 
*Lorp ASHBOURNE: My Lords, in 
asking your Lordships to give a Second 
Reading to this Bill, I shall occupy as 
little of the time of the House as possible. 
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The Bill is brought in to remedy what is 
a clear grievance, and to do a piece of 
tardy justice. In Ireland, as in England, 
tithes were a charge upon the land, and 
for a very considerable time were paid by 
the occupier. Until the year 1823 tithes 
in Ireland were paid in kind by the 
occupier, but at that time a change was 
made, and although the occupier was left 
still the person to pay, the change was 
made that there should be a money 
composition. That went on for a con- 
siderable time—namely, until the year 
1838. Then a further change was made, 
and for public convenience, which was 
recognised upon all sides, the landlord was 
made the person who was to pay. <A 
tithe rent-charge was created, and he was 
made the person to pay a sum that was 
measured at three-quarters of the 
previous money composition. The assump- 
tion, | presume, was that he might add, 
possibly, the amount of the tithe that he 
was called upon to pay to the rent. That 
may have heen done in some cases, but I 
do not believe it was at all generally 
done. I have read statements by those 
who have studied the question indicating 
that it was not generally done. In Ireland, 
as in England, it has at all times been of 
the very essence of tithe that it should be 
variable and subject to occasional revision. 
The statutory machinery provided in 
Ireland for this purpose was different, 
fortunately for England, from that in 
England ; the statutory machinery pro- 
vided in Ireland was that if certain not 
very simple methods were adopted, the 
tithe rent-charges might be varied by 
reference to the average price of wheat 
and oats that were published from time 
to time in the Jwblin Gazette. That 
method was clumsy and _ inconvenient, 
but it worked, as clumsy and inconvenient 
methods do work, in a kind of way for a 
long time. But in the year 1889 a 
change was made in the Dublin Guzette— 
no one has ever been able exactly to 
trace how the change occurred—and the 
publication in the Guzette of the prices 
of the two commodities, wheat and oats, 
ceased. 


Eart SPENCER: In what year ? 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: 
1889. I have mentioned no year that 
touches any particular conscience, and I 
have said that nobody has ever been able 
to ascertain why the change was made. 


In the year 
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THe EArt or MAYO: In what year 
did the noble and learned Lord say the 
publication of the averages in the Gazette 
ceased ? 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: In 1889. 


Tue Eart or MAYO: I thought it 
was long before that. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: No. The pub- 
lication of the averages ceased in 1889, 
for what reason no one has ever been able 
to find out, and, strange to say, the 
cessation of their publication was not 
ascertained or relied on in our Courts for 
a considerable time. The matter, how- 
ever, came before the Courts in Ireland, 
and it was then contended, with irresist- 
ible force, that, as the averages had ceased 
to be published in the statutory way 
required, there was nothing that could be 
appealed to to satisfy the requirements 
of the Statute. Accordingly, what was 
an obvious injustice resulted. Up to a 
comparatively recent time the position of 
Irish lay and ecclesiastical tithes was 
exactly the same as to variation; they 
each had to be varied and revised by 
reference to the publication of prices in 
the Dublin Guzette. But at the time 
I am referring to this only applied 
to lay tithes. It is obvious that the 
absence of any machinery by which 
these tithes can be varied and revised 
is a clear and distinct grievance. This 
is, indeed, not denied or questioned by 
any one. The position of ecclesiastical 
tithes at the present time is somewhat 
different. They were dealt with in the 
Irish Church Act of 1869, when it 
was distinctly stated by Mr. Gladstone 
—TI have his words here, and_ they 
have been quoted in the other House 
during the last three weeks—that the 
calculation of the then Government was 
that ecclesiastical tithes should be com- 
muted at the purchase of 22) years, with 
an interest not exceeding 3} per cent. and 
an annuity not exceeding 45 years. When 
the Act came to be examined, however, it 
was found that the annuity, instead of 
running from the time stated, was to run 
for 52 years. How the figure 45, stated 
by the Prime Minister in his place in 
Parliament to be the proper figure, became 
52 has not hitherto been explained ; but 
it has never been suggested that it can 
be seriously defended or that it was any- 
thing but a most inconceivable blunder. 
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Moreover, the 3} per cent. interest pays 
off every farthing in 45 years, and it is 
only the simplest justice to get rid of the 
additional seven years which have in some 
way been added, and which cannot be 


defended or even explained on any theory | 


of common sense or ordinary arithmetic. 
During the discussions—the anxious dis- 
cussions—which took place in the House 
of Commons there was no effort on the 
part of the fitful Opposition interveners in 
Debate to give any vestige of explanation 
of this figure, and every one was compelled 
to admit that every farthing of the tithe 
was paid off in 45 years. The next step 
was taken in 1872. At that time, I 
believe, the Government had under con- 
sideration a loan on the security of the 
Church property—a loan of £9,000,000— 
and it was deemed desirable by Mr. 
Gladstone and the able Ministers who 
composed his Government that there 
should be a change in reference to tithe 
rent-charge, and that the power of 
revision should be taken away. It was 
considered a more satisfactory security 
not to have a variable charge, but 
that there should be a fixed tithe 
incapable of change. That was regarded 
as a better asset on which to rely as a 
security, and also more satisfactory to 
deal with. Under these circumstances 
the power of revision was taken away by 
the Act of 1872. It was a very short 
Act—a Treasury Act—and one which did 
not, so far as I can see, excite any atten- 
tion whatever. It passed through Par- 
liament towards the close of the session 
without debate, but it has been gravely 
alleged that the Act of 1872, by which 
the power of revision was taken away, 
was a bargain. The habits of my 
life and of my office require that I 
should use moderate and temperate 
language, but I am at a loss to describe 
in adequate terms this suggestion. It is 
a grotesque absurdity. Who was the 
bargain between ? What was the bargain 
about ? Why should there be a bargain ? 
There is not a trace of any such sugges- 
tion to be found in Hansard, and I have 
spoken to gentlemen who were then 
members of the House of Commons, and 
they inform me that they never heard 
or dreamt of such a thing as this 
being a_ bargain. The suggestion 
is absolutely unsupported by proof, 
and has really no bearing upon the ques- 
tion. Had the power of revision re- 
mained, had it not been taken away 
Lord Ashbourne. 
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iby this Act of 1872, the Irish eccle- 
isiastical tithe, like the English tithe, 
would, I have heard, be payable at a 
percentage much less than at present. At 
any rate, wheat has fallen from that time 
by about 40 per cent., and oats by about 
22 per cent., and, as every one knows, 
there have beer; enormous reductions in 
the value of land. Therefore it is simple 
justice to do what the Bill does.. If my 
_ statements cannot becontradicted, am I not 
right in saying that there is a clear griey- 
ance to be righted and a palpable injustice 
to be got rid of ?- The first of the proposals. 
'is to reduce from 52 to 45 years the 
/period provided for the redemption of 
the annuities, and, secondly to restore 
the variation and power of revision with 
regard to both lay and_ ecclesiastical 
tithes. In England, where revision exists, 
there has been, as your Lordships 
know, a vast reduction in tithes. Irish 
tithe payers have been deprived of that 
benefit, and therefore it is simple justice 
ito do what this Bill does. The 
measure has been described as another 
dole to Irish landlords, but it is the 
simplest, the nakedest, and the merest 
act of justice. If the payment of the 
tithes had never been handed over to 
the landowner and were still payable by 
the occupier, could any human being, 
with any regard for his own sanity, 
suggest that every dictate of justice did 
not require that everything I have sug- 
gested should be carried out? This is 
not a one-sided proceeding at all. It was 
pointed out in 1885, when the first of the 
Land Purchase Acts was introduced, that 
it was not reasonable to ask glebe 
tenant-purchasers to go on paying 
their instalments with the inclusion 
of the original rate of interest, and 
their friends in both Houses of Parlia- 
ment said that justice required that 
there should be a revision. They were 
given it with universal approval, and the 
33 per cent. interest on their loans was 
cut down to £3 1s. 8d. No one said 
then that justice should not be done. 
Justice required that that should be done 
then in the interests of tenant-purchasers, 
and it requires that it should be done 
now in the interests of the landlords. 
In Ireland the system has always 
been cumbrous, inconvenient, expensive, 
and difficult to carry out. Wheat is not 
now grown in Ireland to the extent it 
used to be ; and the standards. that were 
| formerly appealed to have ceased to be 
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efficient regulations for the purpose. The 
plan by which it is proposed to ascertain 
the amount of variation—namely, by the 
average judicial reduction of rents in each 


county, 1s fair, intelligible, and a thousand | 


times better than resorting to the old 
methods. Another important feature of 


the Bill is that it takes away the power 
of redeeming tithe rent charges, save in 
the case of sales under the Land Acts, 
and then it is intended to safeguard the 
terms. There is another clause in the 
Bill, dealing with the deduction of Poor 
Rate from tithe, which the Chief Secre- 
tary calculated would assist the Irish 
Church Fund by a sum of about £6,000 
a year. This benefit will be obtained 
in connection with decisions as to the 
deductions made from tithes for the Poor 
Rate. The figures in reference to these 
matters have been very fully stated in 
the other House of Parliament, and I 
have confined myself to presenting the 
case to your Lordships in the shortest 
possible way, because I recognise that 
there are many other topics on your 
Lordship’s Paper for discussion to-night. 
Of course, | will be quite ready to give 
any information to the House or to 
auswer any questions that may be put to 
me at this or any subsequent stage. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Lord Ashbourne.) 


THe Ear or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I certainly feel a certain amount 
of embarrassment in controv erting what 
has been said by the noble and learned 
Lord, because he has so pointedly laid it 
down that every proposition which he 
has put before the House is absolutely 
just, absolutely sound, and absolutely 
impossible of doubt. It may seem 
somewhat remarkable that I doubt 
the greater portion of the assertions 
the noble and learned Lord has made. 
First of all, I will deal with the very 
novel argument with which he commenced 
his spee sch, and which, I must say, sur- 
prised me extremely. It appears that 
at some stage of the Irish Church Bill, 
Mr. Gladstone, who was then at the 
head of the Government, and who, as the 
noble and learned Lord most justly said, 
took a special interest in that legislation, 
said that ecclesiastical tithes should be 
commuted at the purchase of 223 © pra 
With an interest not exceeding per 


cent., and an annuity not pou 45 


{19 JULY 
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years. Subsequently it appears that an 
interest of £4 9s. Od. per cent. and 
period of 52 years were fixed in the Act. 
On that the noble and learned Lord says 
there has been a great injustice, and that 
we should regard the statement made by 
the Prime Minister of that day in the 
course of a speech as conclusive. I have 
never heard such an argument. I always 
thought Acts of Parliament were con- 
clusive. Mr. Gladstone is not alive to 
explain the words he used in 1869, but I 
entirely deny that we are bound by the 
statement of even so great a man as Mr. 
Gladstone. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: Mr. Gladstone’s 
words are not contradicted by arithmetic. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: But 
they are contradicted by something which 
is binding upon us quite as much as 
arithmetic—namely, an Act of  Parlia- 
ment. According to the noble and 
learned Lord, it is so perfectly clear that 
a great injustice was committed, because 
the Act is not in accordance with some 
words which he found in a speech of Mr. 
Gladstone, that we are bound now, after 
twenty-seven Vears, to remedy what was 
then done. If this is so extremely simple, 
so perfectly evident, so absolutely con- 
clusive, what was the Conservative 
Government which came into office in 
1874 doing? Had they no supporters 
amongst Irish landlords? The Act then 
was a very fresh one, and if the injustice 
had been so wonderfully apparent it 
would naturally have been for the Govern- 
ment of that day, which had no particular 
love for Mr. Gladstone’s legislation, to 
remedy it. I dismiss that argument of 
the noble and learned Lord as having no 
bearing on the question. The noble and 
learned Lord said there was no bargain. 
The case really is that twenty-seven years 
ago Parliament laid down a certain prin- 
ciple for the payment of tithe, and it 
seems to me a dangerous doctrine, after 
Parliament has dealt with the matter so 
long ago, that we should now set aside 
that Act. Past legislation may have in- 
flicted hardships on those subjeeted to it. 
That argument is one which may always 
be used. But L am surprised that twenty- 
seven years should have been allowed to 
elapse without any attempt to remedy 
any hardships in the present case. I 
deny that the Bill is a matter of justice ; 
it is purely a matter of expediency. In 
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the present state of prices an undue 
burden has been laid on the landlords of 
Ireland, and that shoula he lightened. 
That is the case of the Government, and 
I dismiss all other arguments. It comes 
te this, that after twenty-seven years the 
Government have made up their minds 
that they ought to make a present to the 
Trish landlords of a certain portion of the 
Irish Church fund. I feel some sympathy 
for the Irish landlords in the position in 
which they find themselves, but I must 
repeat what I have often said, that if the 
Irish landlords lived in the part of the 
kingdom in which I do they would not 
consider themselves so badly off. T object 
to the Bill on the ground that it is upset- 
ting a deliberate arrangement made by 
Parliament, and then regarded as just and 
fair, for the purpose of giving a money 
advantage to a certain class. 


Lorp CLONBROCK: My Lords, it is 
gratifying to those who are interested in 
the Bill introduced by my noble and 
learned friend to hear him describe it as a 
mere measure of justice. It is, indeed, a 
tardy measure of justice, for relief in this 
matter has been promised to Irish tithe 
rent-charge payers for the last twelve 
years. In support of its being a measure 
of justice, 1 should like to compare the 
position of the English and Ivish tithe 
rent-charge payer since the year 1872. 
It is somewhat singular, my Lords, that 
when a comparison can be made, by any 
stress of imagination, to the detriment of 
the interests of property in Ireland, such 
as, for instance, the comparison of the 
reduction of rents in England and Ireland, 
it is pressed home, however unsound may 
be the foundation vj on which it rests ; 
but when there is any comparison which 
would tell the other way, St. George's 
Channel appears to be an insuperable 
objection to its being adduced. Indeed, 
as to all rights of property, it seems to 
make al] the difference in the world on 
which side of St. George's Channel the 
property is situated. I was much struck 
some days ago at hearing the noble Ear] 
the leader of the Opposition condemning 
a Government measure—the Military 
Maneeuvres Bill—on the ground that it 
assumed a certain control over a landlord's 
property for three weeks in the year, for 
ever. I thought at the time that there 
Was a certain force in the noble Earl's 
objections, but I could not help contrasting 


this solicitude for the rights of property | 


Lhe Earl of Kimbe rley. 
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with the slight regard paid to those rights 
by the Land Act of 1881, an Act which 
deprived Irish landlords of more than 25 
per cent. of the fee -simple of their 
property, not for three weeks, but for all 
the year round, for ever. I wonder the 
noble Marquess who had charge of that 
3ill did not notice the inconsistency, but 
I suppose that the severe training which 
he underwent in 1896, before he was 
reduced, as he then told us, to the position 
of a tame elephant, has rendered him 
somewhat callous to the injuries inflicted 
on his wilder brethren. But a comparison 
between the English and the Irish tithe 
rent-charge payer shows that the former 
in 1872 had to pay £108 16s. 0d. for every 
£100 tithe rent-charge as fixed in 1836, 
while in 1899 he only paid £68 2s, 4d. 
Now by the Act of 1872 tithe rent charge 
in Ireland was rendered tavariable, and 
the tithe rent-charge payer has ever since 
been paying the same amount as in 
1872, notwithstanding the fall in prices. 
It is no wonder, therefore, that the 
opponents of this measure take very good 
care not to draw a comparison, which 
they might be ready enough to do if it 
told the other way My Lords, this 
settlement in 1872 is spoken of as a bar- 
gain, which tithe rent-charge payers gladly 
accepted, fearing that the price of corn 
might rise, Now, no. one probably 
anticipated the deplorable agricultural 
depression which has since occurred, but, 
on the other hand, no one in his _ senses, 
seeing the continually increasing facilities 
for the importation of corn, could have 
dreaded as a tithe payer, or hoped for as 
a farmer, any decided rise in the price of 
corn. Indeed, prices, after some fluc- 
tuation, showed a tendency to fall in the 
years immediately preceding 1872. The 
fact is that the Act of 1872 was slipped 
through Parliament in August as a 
Departmental measure, without any 
explanation in either House, and escaped 
observation. But tithe rent-charge payers 
have suffered in another way by legis 
lation. By the Church Act of 1869 the 
price of redempticn of tithe rent-charge 
was fixed at 224 years purchase. A high 
authority on the subject, Mr. O'Brien, 
has stated that in previous times it never 
was worth more than 17. On the other 
hand, in consequence of the Land Act of 
1881, the selling value of property has 
been reduced from about 225 years pur 
chase of the old rent to about 17 of the 
new. Consequentiy the value of property 
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has been artificially reduced about 54 
years purchase, and the charge on it 
artificially raised ny the same amount. 
And yet wonder is expressed that Irish 
landlords complain of being unjustly 
treated. Itis needless to point out that 
the Church Fund has benetited by the 
extravagant price exacted from those 
who have redeemed, mainly under the 
Land Purchase Acts. The amount must 
be over half a million sterling. And 
now, my Lords, as to the provisions of 
the Bill itself. 
sider it as a measure of justice, and as a 
partial measure of justice, we must 
acknowledge that the Government have 
spared no effort to pass it in the face of a 
most determined and — unscrupulous 
opposition. But the pity is that when 
they were prepared to take so much 
trouble, they did not make it a more 
comprehensive measure. For I must point 
out that, while it offers some relief to 
what 1 may call the more improvident 


persons, who did not commute their 
tithe rent-charge, it offers practically 


nothing to the more provident who did, 
for the reduction of the number of years 
from 52 to 45 is nothing more than the 
rectification of an arithmetical blunder. 
It cannot be contended that the Govern- 
ment intended to charge those who 
commuted £3 16s, 3d. per cent. interest, 
when the ordinary rate for Government 
loans was £3 10s. Od If the interest is 
taken at £3 10s. Od., payment of £4 9s. Od. 
per cent. for 52 years would mean the 
payment of £130 for every £100 ad- 
vanced. We hoped that, in the case of 
those who had commuted, the Govern- 
ment would have ascertained the capital 
amount already redeemed, and treated 
the residue asa loan to be redeemed in 
the same way, and on the same terms as 
loans made to tenants. This would have 
involved no loss tothe Treasury. Finally, 
my Lords, there is the case of lay tithe 
rent-charge payers, and holders of 
perpetuities. In their case there is no 
question of public money. But thev 
have suffered from the failure of duty of 
some Government official. Their pay- 
ments were not affected by the Act of 
1872, but remained variable in accordance 
with the average prices of oats and wheat 
which ought to be published, and up to 
1872 always were published, in the 
Dublin Gazette. The vents of perpetuity 


holders were also variable in accordance 
But soon after 1872 


with those prices, 
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While we can only con- | 
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these prices were at first incorrectly 
published, the mean being taken instead 
of the average, and since 1887 have not 
been published at all. Consequently no 
variation has been possible. The lay 
tithe rent-charge payers urge that they 
have an undoubted grievance against 
Government in this matter. They are 
by no means satisfied with the scale of 
variation proposed for them in the Bill, 
and cannot see why the prices published 
by the Land Commission should not be 
adopted in place of those which ought to 
have been published by the Government. 
The holders of perpetuities who have 
just the same grievance are not included 
in the Bill at all, as might easily have 
been done. My Lords, we are given to 
understand that if we attempt to intro- 
duce any amendments into this Bill, we 
shall probably lose it altogether. I do 
not, therefore, propose to do so. But I 
think it necessary to point out how much 
it falls short of what we might have 
expected, and to protest against the 
statements which have been made that it 
isa singular act of beneficence to Irish 
landlords. Moreover, it is not a measure 
affecting landlords alone. I may mention 
that in 1869 there were 36,000 tithe rent- 
charge payers, while the number of pro- 
prietors who could correctly be described 
as landlords was not more than a third 
of that total. 


*THE Eart oF MAYO: It is a pleasure 
to see our old friend the Tithe Rent- 
charge Bill, of which we have heard so 
much, first of all in two Queen’s 
Speeches and also in a great many 
debates, brought forward. It is a 
measure of justice, and I deny the state- 
ment of the noble Earl opposite that it is 
a boon. As usual, we are compared to 
English landowners. That is the compari- 
son which is always mace in this House, 
but what are the facts of the case ? 
English landowners can have their tithes 
revised by the prices of cern and oats, 
but in Iveland there is no revision at all. 
As my noble friend Lord Cronbrock has 
gone so fully into the subject there is 
very little for me to say, except that we 
accept the Bill not as a hoon but asa 
simple act of justice on the part of the 
Government. It is really time that the 
Bill was passed, and [ am delighted to 
see it in this House. A short section was 
slipped into the Bill in the House of 
Commons which creates an chvious in- 
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justice. By that section it is provided 
that :-— 


“Sections three and four of this Act shall | & este: 
disloyal to the English connection ; and 
; ae ‘ ; A : 

the Land Commission out of hereditaments | 


not apply to any tithe rent-charge payable to 


the fee simple of which has, after the tenth 


day of August one thousand eight hundred | 
and seventy-two and before the twelfth day of | 


May one thousand eight hundred and ninety- 
nine, been conveyed to a purchaser on a sale.” 
The argument adduced for the insertion 
of these words was that when the estate 
was purchased a certain allowance was 
made for the tithe rent-charge. But I 
must draw your Lordships’ attention to 
the fact that the rents on the estate are 
reducible every 15 years, and it is hardly 
fair that the man who purchased the 
estate should go on paying the same tithe 
rent-charge. I oniy raise this by way of 
protest. I know it is no good moving an 
Amendment; but I hope the 
Marquess who is going to wind up the 
debate will say something on that point. 


Tue Eart or ARRAN: Before my 
noble friend the Marquess of Londonderry 
makes his speech, which I am sure will 
throw a great deal of light on this ques- 
tion, I should like to say a few words. {I 
agree with my noble friends who have 
spoken from this side of the House that 
this Bill is an act of tardy justice to 
the irish landlords. One of the advan- 
tages of the Bill is that the question of 
revision of tithe rent-charge will be 
rendered perfectly simple. Under the 
old Act, to get a tithe revised necessitated 
the proving of the whole title to the 
estate. It was a matter of great difficulty. 
The co-operation of several people had to 
be obtained as a rule, and the cost was 
very often a great deal more than the 
thing was worth. I hail with satisfaction 
the simplification of the procedure. 
Having said that, I venture to express 
my opinion that we owe very little grati- 
tude for this Bill. It isa sort of salve 
for the policy which has been pursued by 
the British Government in regard to 
Ireland for 28 years past, and which I 
cannot help thinking will inevitably lead 
to the absolute expropriation of the Irish 
landlords. I should like to ask, What 


has this country gained by this policy? 


Is Ireland more contented or more loyal 4 
I venture to think, speaking for that part 
of Ireland with which I am best ac- 
quainted, and, I think I may almost say, 
for the whole Western seaboard of 


Ireland, that whatever may be the feeling | 


The Earl of Mayo. 


{LORDS} 


noble 
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of the Western Irishmen as regards her 
Majesty the Queen, there never was a 
time when the Western peasant was more 


the smaller landlords, the men who are 
being ruined by the land legislation, 
would not raise a hand to help this 
country in any difficulty she might be in, 


THE MARQUESS OF LONDONDERRY: 
My lords, although my noble friends who 
have last spoken have alluded to the fact 
that I was to wind up this debate, | 
confess that after the extremely concise, 
explanatory, and, I think, complete speech 
of my noble and learned friend in intro- 
ducing this measure no words are neces- 
sary from me to recommend the Bill to 
the support of your Lordships. But I do 
not think it would be right that the 
speech of the noble Earl who followed 
him should be passed over in complete 
silence by the Front Ministerial Bench. 
As an Irish landlord, the Bill will not 
affect me in the slightest degree, and 
consequently 1 can speak of it in the 
most disinterested manner. My feelings 
of justice force me to recognise that the 
Bill removes an unjust burden under 
which the land-owning classes have for 
many years laboured. The measure is 
not a “boon” or a “present” to the 
Irish landlords, as it has been described 
by the noble Earl opposite. To my mind 
it is not even an act of generosity or 
kindness. It is merely an act of ordinary 
justice ; an honest endeavour to remove, 
very late in the day, a most unfair burden 
from the Irish landlords—a burden that 
would not be tolerated if imposed upon 
any other class in any other part of the 
kingdom. My noble and learned friend 
who introduced the measure stated that 
this small act of justice was of a very 
tardy character. Never were truer words 
said. The Irish landowners have lived 
many years in the hope that this tardy 
act of justice would be brought forward 
at some time cr other. They remember 
the words of the present Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, who, as Lord Privy Seal, 
deciared so long ago as 1888, speaking on 
behalf of the Government, that they 
recognised the difticulties under which Irish 
landlords laboured in regard to tithe rent- 
charge, and that it was their anxious 
wish to afford a remedy for a state of 
things which nobody could deny required 
immediate consideration. I am the most 
recent addition to the Government, but I 
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should say that the landlords of Ireland 
have a grievance in not having this act 
of justice done them, according to pro- 
mise, years ago. What strikes me as very 
extraordinary is that there has been so 
much opposition to this measure, which is 
in itself so small. The amount of oppo- 
sition to this Bill has filled me with amaze- 
ment. Afterall, whatis it that thismeasure 
enacts? It merely enacts that where a 
landowner has paid off the principal and 
interest the charge should cease to exist, 
and, secondly, that tithes should be 
variable as they were up to 1872, and 
as they are in England at the present 
moment. It is obvious that they should 
be variable. If you go back to the Book of 
Genesis you will find that tithe was a 
proportion of the produce of the producer. 
That principle has been recognised from 
time immemorial, but since the Act of 
1872 revision of tithe has been made 
impossible in Ireland. My noble and 
learned friend stated with justice that 
the price of wheat and oats had fallen 
very materially in Ireland since 1872. I 
have ventured to look up the statistics, 
and I can endorse his remarks on that 
subject. In the year 1872 the price of 
wheat, which in Ireland is calculated by 
the barrel of 20 stone, was £1 9s. 11d. 
per barrel, but in 1899 the price had 
fallen to 15s. 6d. per barrel. I can 
endorse also what my noble and learned 
friend told the House with regard to the 
fall in the price of oats. In 1872 a barrel 
of oats fetched 14s. 8d. in Ireland, or, 
according to English calculation, £1 6s. 8d. 
per quarter; but in 1899 it was only 
worth 10s, 13d. per barrel, or 18s. 4d. 
per quarter. Under these cireumstances 
it is onlv fair to ask that the tithe rent- 
charge should be varied. The noble Ear! 
the Leader of the Opposition stated, I 
think, that it was after close calculation 
in 1872 that the charge was fixed per- 
manently, but in 1872 I do not think 
anybody imagined that there was going 
to be the Act of 1881, under which rents 


{19 JuLy 1900} 


could be compulsorily reduced periodi- | 


cally until eventually the tithe rent payer 
might be left with no margin at all. I 
know cases in which rents have been 
reduced by 30, 40, 50, and even 60 per 


cent.—I will not say one word as to | 


whether they were rightly or wrongly 
reduced— but surely it is not right, after 
such reductions have been made, that there 
should remain the same permanent tithe 
rent-charge upon the landowner. You 
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should pursue the same system in Ireland 
as you do in England, which this measure 
is endeavouring to carry out, and not ask 
a landlord, because he is an Irishman, to 
pay on a different scale from that which 
obtains in England. In the House of 
Commons the Home Secretary of the late 
Liberal Government denounced the Bill as 
an iniquitous encroachment upon the Irish 
Church Fund which was intended for the 
relief of unavoidable calamity and suffer- 
ing in Ireland. The funds of the Irish 
Church have been used—and rightly used 
—for other measures than those to relieve 
unavoidable calamity and suffering. They 
have been used for arrears of rent, for 
sea-fishery loans, for the Intermediate 
Education Act, for the benefit of national 
school teachers, and for the Royal Uni- 
versity. That attack comes with a very 
bad grace from a member of a Govern- 
ment who passed through the House of 
Commons a measure, fortunately rejected 
by your Lordships, for giving £250,000 
out of the Church Fund to the evicted 
tenants—a body of men described by the 
Pope of Rome as having been guilty of 
an immoral action, and by the judges of 
the land as having taken part in an 
illegal conspiracy. Is it in the interest 
of the tenant-farmers that the Nationalist 
Members are opposing the Bill? -I say 
“No,” and I ask myself again the question 
—Are the Nationalist Members of Parlia- 
ment, who are all members of the United 
Irish League, real friends of the tenant- 
farmers, and is it in the interests of those 
farmers that they are endeavouring to 
oppose the Bill? I say that if they were 
true friends of the Irish farmers they 
would at the present moment be endea- 
vouring to assist that class to take advan- 
tage of the Technical Education Act for 
Ireland, and to make the most of their 
opportunies, but instead of doing so they 
are trying to induce them to leave their 
land derelict. The real secret of the 
determined resistance offered to the Bill 
in the House of Commons was explained 
recently by Mr. Dillon, when he said 
that the great object of the League, 
and consequently of the Nationalist 
members, was to abolish landlordism and 
drive it out of the country. Now we 
know the real reason of the opposition to 
this measure. It is to drive landlordism 
out of Ireland, because it is the one 
barrier to total separation from this 
kingdom. When Mr. Dillon tells us that 





it is the object of the United Irish League 
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to drive landlordism out of the country, | 


I think it may be as well to consider 
whether it would be for the advantage of 
Ireland if this were to oecur. I do not 
believe that the tenant-farmers generally 
desire that the landlords should be driven 
out of Treland. 


expatriatel? IL reply deliberately that 
with the disappearance of the land-owning 
classes the ruin of Ireland would begin. 


The land-owning classes have been for | 


generations past the backbone of the agri- 
cultural community in Ireland, and agri- 
culture, as your Lordships know, is the 
great industry of the country. If you 
expatriate the landlords their places will 
be taken by the class below them, who, 
in their turn, may be forced out by the 
class below, and the result will be that 
Ireland will be owned and farmed by a 
race of men without capital and without 
resources, the majority of whom will be 
in the hands of the Gombeen-men. With 
that class of person in possession of Ire- 
land there would be no confidence, and 
without confidence there would be no 
capital expended in Ireland. In the 
interests of Ireland it is the duty of your 
Lordships not only to relieve an injustice, 
but to retain in the country people who 
have its welfare at heart. 

On Question, agreed to. Bill read 
2" accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Monday 
next. 


LAND CHARGES BILL [u.1.1. 
Commons Amendments considered (ac- 
cording to Order), and agreed to. 


RESERVE FORCES OF 

AUSTRALIA. 

Lorp BRASSEY: My Lords, I think 
1 shall best introduce the subject which I 
desire to bring very briefly under your 
notice with a few figures. The armed 
forces of Australia include for service 
atloat 350 permanent men, 1,250 reserv- 
ists, and 1,350 naval volunteers. For 
the land service the numbers are 1,250 
regulars, 8,000 militia, 13,000 volunteers, 
and 12,000 cadets, trained as the cadets 
are trained in the public schools of this 
country. When we compare these figures 
with the citizen army of the Swiss Re- 
public, it will be clear that hitherto 
preparations for defence, with the excep- 
tion, perhaps, of harbour defence, have 
not been regarded as a matter of urgency 


The Marquess of Londonder ry. 


THE 


‘LORDS} 


| keenly stirred. 
Would it be beneficial | 
to Ireland that the landlords should be | 
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in Australia. There was no formidable 
enemy near at hand, and full reliance 
was placed upon the Imperial navy. To- 
day we stand in a different position, 
Patriotic feeling in the colonies has been 

The war in South Africa 
has given occasion to our Australian 
fellow subjects to show how ready they 
are to share our responsibilities, and how 
great are the resources at their command, 
It seems a fitting opportunity to consider 
how best the mother country and the 
colonies may co-operate in the preparation 
of forces for the common defence, My 
Lords, I will deal first with the mounted 
infantry. The Australian colonies un- 
doubtedly possess most exceptional re- 
sources for raising a force of that descrip- 
tion. Every governor who serves in 
Australia is expected to travel widely 
over the country. Wherever he goes he 
is attended by a strong escort of mounted 
infantry, and it is impossible not to 
admire the endurance of men and_ horses 
under a fiery sun, and the skilful and 
bold horsemanship with which the escort 
will ride, fours abreast, over the most 
formidable timber fences. It was a 
natural reflection that here were men 
specially fitted for such a service as our 
forces have been called upon to render in 
South Africa. Privately | made inquiries, 
addressing myself to the Imperial and 
colonial officers in all the colomes, and | 
was assured that at least 5,000 men 
could be raised upon the same footing as 
our yeomanry at home, and at a com- 
paratively small expense. It was much to 
be regretted that on a late occasion when 
there was a most patriotic desire to send 
contingents to South Africa, those 5,000 
men were not ready at hand. In 
Victoria we had several hundreds of 
mounted infantry upon the muster-rolls, 
but they were recruited from a class 
which could not be expected to volunteer 
in large numbers for foreign service. 
The majority were smal] farmers, to 
whom it would have spelt ruin to leave 
their farms at the commencement of the 
harvest. The true men of the bush were 
not numerously represented in the first 
contingent which we despatched. They 
came in later when special efforts were 
made and Imperial subscriptions had been 
contributed, and the resources were 
available for preparing a corps of bush- 
men. <A force ready to serve whenever 
required must consist of the younger men. 
It should be raised rather from the wage- 
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earning than from the wage-paying class. 


The training should be more complete, | 


especially for the officers, than has hither- 
to been attempted in Australia. To a 
certain extent the force must be a paid 
force. Our mounted infantry in Victoria 
were not a paid force. I strongly urge 
that Her Majesty’s Government should 
concert measures 
of the Commonwealth of Australia 
with a view to raising an Imperial 
Yeomanry in Australia of at least 5,000 
men, under engagement to serve in any 
part of the Empire, the cost to be met by 
joint contributions from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer and from colonial funds. If the 
principle be accepted, a scheme could be 
best worked out on the spot by the com- 
mandants and the ministers of defence. It 
must take time to gather information, time 
to mature a plan, time to confer with the 
Colonial Government on the political con- 
siderations involved. The work I venture 
to say should be taken in hand without 
delay, in preparation for practical action 


as soon as the Federal Government. of | 


Australia has been set on foot. My Lords, 
I pass from the enrolment of a force of 
mounted infantry to the general efficiency 
of the colonial military forces. In defer- 
ence to political considerations, the Im- 
perial forces have been wholly withdrawn 
from the colonies. Their removal has 
left the colonies without infantry or 
cavalry up to the standard of smartness 
which can only be obtained by con- 
stant drill. In the altered creum- 
stances in which we stand to-day the 
question of raising and maintaining a 
small Imperial force of infantry and 
cavalry in Australia would seem worthy 
of consideration. It will not be necessary 
that the forces should be kept at the full 
strength in the time of peace. A single 
syuadron of cavalry and a few companies 
of infantry at the military headquarters 
in the several States would be of the 
greatest value for the instruction of large 
bodies of militia and volunteers assembled 
for reviews and for camps of exercise. 
They are needed to stiffen the Militia and 
Volunteers, which have not the advantage 
of constant drill. There is only one 
further suggestion which I should tike to 
offer bearing upon efficiency. It is_bor- 
rowed from a recent work by an eminent 
military writer, Sir George Clarke. I 
refer to the advantage of occasional, 
perhaps annual, inspections of the colonial 


forces by an Imperial officer of high 


{19 Juty 1900} 


with the Government | 
' Commander-in-Chief on the Station, and 








of Australia. 4338: 


standing. If it were possible that his 
Royal Highness the Duke of Connaught 
should pay a visit of inspection to 
Australia it would give great encourage- 
ment to loyal feeling, and I feel sure 
would be an immense advantage to the 
army. I may mention that under a 
recent regulation the naval forces of 
Victoria are annually inspected by the 


that inspection has proved of the greatest ad- 
vantage. My Lords, [pass from the military 
to the naval forces. Australia will not 
compare with the sister colony of 
Canada in the numbers of its seafaring 
population, but there are in Australia 
ample resources for the creation of a 
colonial naval reserve. Official inquiries 
have lately been made and it has 
been ascertained that we have, in the 
coasting trade and fisheries of Australia, 
more than 30,000 men. The men earn 
high wages, and those wages are well 
earned. ‘The seamen in the coasting trade 
and fisheries of Australia are men of 
superior qualifications both in seamanship 
and in general intelligence and conduct. 
Having for many years taken the deepest 
interest in the question of a Colonia! 
Naval Reserve, it was to me an immense 
satisfaction when I[ came home two vears 
ago on leave, to hear from Mr. Goschen 
that the Admiralty had at last decided to 
take steps to raise a Colonial Naval 
Reserve. The announcement was followed 
by an official communication from the 
Commander-in-Chief on the Australian 
station. The terms offered by the Ad- 
miralty were identical with those estab- 
lished for the Naval Reserve at home, 
and without modifications they were not 
acceptable to the seafaring class in Aus- 
tralia. I may refer more particularly to 
the regulation requiring six months ser- 
vice on a man-of-war upon a low seale of 
wages. I earnestly hope that the Ad- 
miralty will not allow this matter to 


drop, and I would urge that instructions 


should be given to the Commander-in- 
Chief, directing him, in consultation with 
the local officers, to revise the regulations 
which are established for our Nayal 
Reserve at home, so as to make them 
suitable to Colonial conditions. In this 
connection, | would like to say a few 
words with reference to the report made 
by the naval advisers of the Australian 
colonies with reference to this question of 
a Colonial Naval Reserve. That report 
has been criticised as a proposal to 
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establish a merely local force. I believe 
that report to have been misunderstood. 
The true feeling in the colonies must be 
gauged by recent events. When we stood 
ina recent crisis face to face with the 
sudden emergency in China, no objection 
was urged to the removal of certain 
vessels from the Australian squadron to 
China. The colonies offered a ship, which 
has been accepted ; they offered the ser- 
vices of their naval brigades, which have 
also been accepted. 
lately I feel sure would happen again. 
I feel certain that all the available naval 
forces of the Australian colonies will at 


all times be available for Imperial de- | 


fence. My Lords, I have only one other 
observation to make. The proposal that 
payment should be made from Imperial 
funds for the maintenance of forces in 
Australia may be challenged in certain 
quarters, but the principle of paying men 
from Imperial funds in Australia was 
accepted when the Admiralty consented 
to the enrolment of a Naval Reserve. If 
a retainer is paid to the seamen, why not 
to the mounted infantry 
it seems to me clear that recent events 
have made it evident that steps must 
be taken to strengthen our military 
and our naval resources. If the work | 
is to be done without imposing in-| 
tolerable burdens, it must be by means of | 
reserve forces, and [ hope I have shown 
to the satisfaction of your Lordships that 
proposals for raising reserves in Australia | 
should be included in the comprehensive 
scheme for which we look to the Govern- 
ment in the next session of Parliament. 


*ViscouNT FRANKFORT, in rising to 


ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention had been drawn to 


{LORDS} 


What has happened | 


! In conclusion, | 
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' raised in the colony, but I think we must 
all agree that the defence of the Empire is 
a most important subject. A few days 
ago the Australian Commonwealth Bil] 
received the Royal Assent, and there jg 
no doubt that the people of Australia are 
willing to take their share in the defence 
of the Empire. [ am anxious that no 
time should be lost in taking steps to 
obtain the insertion in the Federal De- 
fence Act for all Australia of the necess- 
ary powers for the formation of a war 
| reserve. The writer of the letter which 
, appeared in The Times of the 12th of 
August is by no means an amateur. He 
has served some 12 years in Canada and 
a like number of years in Australia. He 
was more or less responsible on the 
military side for the Military Lands Act 
of 1884; at the present moment he is 
commanding the New South Wales Mili- 
tary forces. He has come to the con- 
' clusion that a scheme is feasible which 
would be mutually advantageous to Eng- 
‘land and the Colonies and of benefit to 
| the Empire in which they live, and to use 
| his own words “for which we ought to 
do our utmost.” With regard to Canada, 


the suggestion Major General French 
makes is this. He suggests that the 
75,000 fishermen and sailors on the 


Atlantic seaboard might make a_ very 
large and a very useful war reserve for 
our fleets. With regard to Australia the 
rate of wages current in Australia is so 
high that it is impossible to have a very 
large force for peace duties. But on the 
other hand any number of men will come 
forward in time of war at a fair rate of 
pay. Now what is proposed is to forma 
reserve of, say, 10,000 men with a retain- 
ing fee of £5 per man per annum for 
efficient privates of infantry, £12 per 





a letter in The Times of July 12th “on 
Colonial Reserves,” and whether he ap 
proved of the suggestion therein made by 
Major General French, commanding the 
New South Wales military forces ; and 
whether he proposed to consult the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies in regard 
to the advisavility of taking steps to 
obtain the insertion in the Federal De- 
fence Act for all Australia, shortly to be 
brought forward, the necessary powers 
for the formation of such war reserve, 
said : My Lords, [ have listened with great 
attention to the noble Lord who has just 
sat down. The question I have put on 


the Paper is rather with regard to war 


man per annum for troopers of mounted 
corps who have horses and saddlery effect- 
ive for service, and other ranks in pro- 
portion. The approximate cost of this 
force at, say, £10 per head would be about 
£100,000. The requirements of efficiency 
would involve an annual course of train- 
ing and musketry. This reserve force 
should be formed mainly from the efficient 
officers and men who have passed through 
the ranks of the defence forces, and who 
agree to serve within or without Australia 
in war time. Tke 6,000 men that are 
now out in South Africa would make 
a capital start for this reserve. As | 
have said, the notion is that the reserve 
pay is to be paid by the Imperial Govern- 





reserve than with regerd to forces to be 


Lord Brassey. 
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ment as a retaining fee. I am quoting 
word for word from General French’s 
letter. 
Colonies, and I think this paragraph is 
most important as regards pay for extra 
services. 
Colonial Government are paying the 
difference between the imperial rate of 

y and the rate of pay to their own men 
in South Africa. Major-General French 
goes on to say, “They might well do so in 
the future in view of the substantial ad- 


yantage of having 10,000 trained reserves | 


kept up in Australia in peace time at no 
expense to them.” Thus, My Lords, by 
this scheme the imperial Government 
would have 10,000 men, and when they 
are called up for service in any future 
war they would only have to pay them 
the imperial rates of pay. I think steps 
should be taken by the Government to 
form a reserve in Australia something on 
these lines, and steps should be taken 
soon. As soon as the war in South 
Africa will allow it these Australian 
soldiers will go back to their country, 
they will be disbanded, they will disperse 
all over the country, and it will be most 
difficult to collect them again to form 
this reserve which I am suggesting. With 
these observations I beg to ask the noble 
Marquess the question standing on the 
Paper in my name. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, with the general principle laid 
down by the two noble lords, who have 
addressed your Lordships I desire to 
express my entire concurrence and sym- 
pathy. The war which is now going on 
in South Africa will be ever memorable 
as that in which for the first time the 
troops of this country and those of our 
great colonies have fought side by side, 
and I do not think we can overrate the | 
deep impression which has been produced, | 
not only upon the people of the United | 
Kingdom, not only upon the people of | 
the British Empire, but upon all parts of 
the world, by the exhibition of colonial 
patriotism and loyalty, which we have 
lately witnessed. Throughout these 
difficult and arduous operations, during 
the initial stages when success seemed to | 
come to us with slow and halting steps, 
and later, when our progress has been 
more rapid and satisfactory, the colonial 
troops have borne a distinguished and | 
honourable share in the hardships and in 
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He knows well the feeling of the | 


Your Lordships know that the | 
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i the dangers of the war. My Lords, as I 
_have mentioned this, I am impelled to 
refer to the telegram which we all of us 
have read from Lord Roberts two days 
/ago in which he mentions how in a 
recent hard-fought action beyond Pretoria, 
two young Canadian officers, when leading 
their men in a counter attack on the 
enemy’s flank at a critical juncture of an 
important engagement lost their lives, 
one of them being the only son of the 
Canadian Minister of Militia and Defence, 
a young officer whom Lord Roberts 
describes as having twice before been 
brought to his notice in despatches for 
gallant and intrepid conduct. When we 
think who was the writer of that tele- 
gram, and with what feelings he must 
have written it, I think we may say that 
no more touching tribute could have 
been paid to the memory of these brave 
young representatives of our Colonial 
forces. With regard to the Australian 
contingents, I do not think the noble 
lord who spoke first at all over- 
rated the value of the services which 
they have rendered. I think there are 
between 8,000 and 9,000 of them at this 
moment fighting for us in South Africa, 
and they have exhibited those qualities, 
not only of personal courage, but of 
great endurance, fine horsemanship, and 
resource and readiness which his ex- 


| perience of the Australian Colonies led 


him to attribute to them. I think the 
noble lord is perfectly right when he 
describes Australia as pre-eminently a 
country of mounted infantry. You have 
there men of the right stamp, and you 
have abundance of horses of the right 
stamp. ‘There may be a certain difficulty 
in obtaining horses of the type that we 
require for cavalry and artillery, but the 
mounted infantry horses can be obtained 
in almost infinite numbers. I am sure 
we all of us feel that this co-operation of 
the colonial forces has not been the result 
of any passing mood on their part ; it is 
not a mere momentary effervescence of 
loyalty, it is the result of a deep-seated 
patriotism and an abiding: desire to bear 
with us a part in the burden of Empire. 
I am sure one and all of us would wish 
and hope that if this country should find 
itself again circumstanced as it has been 
of late we should find the colonies ready 
to take their place by our side. And if 
it would be possible, as the noble lord 
behind me desired, for us to come to some 


| understanding with the colonies by which 


R 
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that co-operation might be rendered 
easier both for them and for us, I for one 
should greatly rejoice at it. But I venture 
to suggest that the matter is one in 
which we can scarcely proceed with too 
much caution. I cannot help thinking that 
increased assistance in numbers and in- 
creased efficiency, might be too dearly | 


bought if they were paid for by any loss | 


of that wonderful spontaneity which has 
characterised the co-operation of the 
colonies on this occasion. I could not 
help being struck by the concluding | 
sentence of the letter of General French, 
which the noble and gallant Lord quoted, 
in which he says :—* Now is the time to | 
act. If we wait till the cold fit comes on 
progress may be made impossible.” [| 
cannot help saying that this sentence 
suggested to my mind an_ inference | 
rather different from that which the 
writer probably intended to suggest. 
I should be sorry if we were at this 
moment to take advantage of the 
manner in which the colonies have 
come forward durirg the last nine 
or ten months in order to hurry them 
into any arrangement which upon mature | 
reflection afterwards some might think | 
irksome or inconvenient. I confess I 
am a little reminded cf the analogy of | 
the Volunteer Bill, which I lately passed | 
through your Lordships’ House and which | 
was severely criticised by noble Lords 
opposite, who said we were endeavouring 
to persuade the Volunteers in a moment 
of popular excitement to assume per- 
manently a liability which the force as a 
whole might afterwards object to. That 
provision met with an unfortunate fate in 
another place. But I think there is an 
object lesson to be drawn from that Bill, 
and I would say that if it is necessary to 
proceed with caution when we are dealing 
with our own forces in this country, still 
more must we be cautious when we are 
dealing with the forces of the colonies. 


I entirely agree with what the noble lord | 
on the back bench said, that in a case | 


like this the scheme must be worked out 


on the spot. ‘here is no doubt about 
that. I also agree with him that it 


should be worked out under the super- 
vision of that Federal Government which 
is about to come into existence under 
such auspicious circumstances. All I can 


say is that we are perfectly ready to 
discuss a scheme, but in our opinion it is 
desirable that the initiative should come 
from the colonies, and that we will 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


of Australia, 
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certainly give them all the advice, all 
the assistance, and all the expert ¢o- 
operation that they can possibly desire 
from us. The discussion of the de- 
tails of such a scheme would at the pre- 
sent moment, | cannot help thinking, be 
a little premature. The two noble Lords 
seem to be agreed upon this, that they 
would like to see raised in the colonies 4 
special body of troops, receiving special 
training, paid partly by us and partly 
out of colonial funds, and liable in certain 
circumstances for active service beyond 
the limits of the colony to which they 
belong. The noble Lord opposite spoke, 
I think, of a force of 5,000 Yeomanry. 
He did not mention the particular 
financial arrangements which he would 
recommend. ‘The noble Lord behind me 
regarded with favour the scheme of 
General French, who proposes that we 
should have a force of 10,000 men in 


| Australia, receiving, in time of peace, a 


retaining fee of from £8 to £12, to be 
paid by us, and who would be liable for 
active service in case of Imperial emer- 
gency. 1 must ask the noble lord to 
receive with a certain amount of caution 
General French’s estimate of the relative 
cost of these proposals, because, I see 
that according to his calculation, while 
10,000 British cavalry would cost. this 
country £1,000,000 a _ year, 10,000 
Australian mounted infantry would cost 
£100,000 a year. To begin with, I 
do not accept a calculation based upon 
a charge of £100 per head for each 
British cavalry soldier; and then, of 
course, it is impossible to make a fair 
comparison between the cost of troops 
who are only available for active service 
at rare intervals and on special occasions 
and the cost of troops whose liability is 
continuous and whom you can always 
make use of whether the emergency be 
great or little. There are obviously 4 
_ great number of points which it would be 
necessary to consider with the greatest 
care before any scheme of this kind could 
really be adopted. I can only mention 
one or two of them. In the first place, I 
presume that if the British taxpayer is to 
be called upon to pay for these colonial 
reserves he will require to he sat- 
isfied as to the efficiency of the troops 
for whom he pays. Then weuld arise 
the question of the tests of efficiency 
which would have to be applied. Who 
| would lay down those tests ? Who would 
from time to time inspect these troops! 
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What facilities would they have for train- 
ing at intervals ‘—these are all points 
which would require to be examined. 
Then there is the most important question 
as to the extent of the liability which 
these troops would be expected to assume. 
I think it was the noble Lord behind me 
who quoted General French’s letter and 
proposed that these troops should be 
liable to be called upon within or without 
Australia in war time. Who is to decide 
whether the war is one of such impor- 
tance as to justify a call upon the colonies 4 
We know that in this country we cannot 
call out our Reserves, we cannot embody 
our Militia, we cannot call up the Volun- 
teers without a proclamation of emer- 


gency. In thecase of the colonies who 
would issue the proclamation of the 
emergency? Would it be the Parliament 


at home or the Parliament in the colonies 4 
It would be very regrettable if it should 
ever happen that while in the opinion of 
one Parliament it appeared that there was 
emergency, it appeared in the opinion of 
the other Parliament that the emergency 
was not sufficient. Those are all points 
that would have to be looked in the face 
and, as the noble lord said, worked out 
on the spot before we could arrive at an 
understanding. There is another point. 
What would be the place of these colo- 
nial troops in the military system of their 
own colonies? The noble Lord knows 
very well that for many years past it has 
been our policy to concentrate our Im- 
perial troops at home, in India, and in a 
few of the great garrisons We have 
withdrawn our troops from the outlying 
colonies, and our policy has been to in- 
duce the colonies, so far as possible, to 
make arrangements for their own defence. 
Now, would the Empire really gain unless 
those colonial reserves, which the noble 
Lord wishes to form, were additional to 
the colonial forces, required for the 
defence of the colony itself? If the 
Imperial Reserves were only a part of the 
colonial Militia, I do not think it would 
be very satisfactory if, at a time of emer- 
gency, we found ourselves calling away 


force. That would be what is called 
‘nicking the eyes” out of their little 
army. That, again, is a point that will 
have to be considered. Then the noble 
Lord made another suggestion. He said, 


“Why should we not raise in the colonies 
an Imperial corps of cavalry or infantry 
which would form part of the British 
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| time 
/matter that was discussed by the present 


of Australia. 


| Army, but which would be raised and 
| maintained in the colonies!” The noble 
| Lord knows the colonies a great deal 
| better than I do, but I confess that I 
|should have thought that an almost 
| insuperable obstacle in the way of the 
‘adoption of such a proposal is the very 
| high rate of wages which obtains in the 
colonies. General French tells us in his 
|letter that the minimum rate of wages 
paid by Government contractors is 7s. a 
day. I am afraid that that is a rate 
| which, when compared with the wages 
| the British Army receives, becomes almost 
prohibitive. When the noble Lord, not 
long ago, was in communication with the 
War Office upon this subject calculations 
were made, and I believe the result was 
to show that a force of 5,000 men paid at 
the rate of 6s. a day would cost no less 
than £400,000 more than «a similar force 
paid at Imperial rates ; and at the rate of 
7s. a day it would cost nearly half a 
million a year more. That is rather a 
formidable obstacle, I think, to the 
proposal that we should raise a part of 
the Imperial Army within the colonies. 
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Lorp BRASSEY : I said only a small 
force for the purposes of instruction. 


*The MARQuEss oF LANSDOWNE: 
/No doubt the smaller the force the less 
the expense would be. One reason the 
noble Lord adduces in favour of his pro 
posal—and I think it a very sound 
‘reason indeed—is that since we have 
withdrawn British troops from the 
colonies there has necessarily no longer 
been in the colonies that high standard of 
smartness and efticiency provided by the 
well-trained and permanently trained 
forces forming part of the Imperial Army. 
I confess I think it is extremely desirable 
that that standard should, if possible, be 


| afforded, and an attempt has been made 
to arrive at that by a system of inter- 


changing units between the colonial and 
the Imperial forces. I mean that a 
colonial corps should for a time take 


its place in a British garrison and a 
from the Colonies the very clite of their | 


3ritish force should take its place for a 
in a colonial station. That is a 


Secretary of State for the Colonies at a 


, conference with the Colonial Premiers in 
,the year 1897. 
whole, favourably received, and the War 
| Office entirely approved of it. 
'South Wales, I believe, accepted the 


The idea was, on the 
New 


R 2 














447 S.A. War— Hospital and 


proposal, and was prepared to exchange 
acompany of its garrison artillery with 
a company of Imperial Garrison Artillery. 
I believe New Zealand made an offer, and 


in Canada there have been similar inter- | 


changes between the troops belonging to 
the garrison of Halifax and the troops 
belonging to the Canadian Militia. The 
matter was progressing far from un- 
favourably when unfortunately the war 
caine, and put an end to the negotia- 
tions which were going on. With 
regard to Naval Reserve, I can say 
little of my own knowledge, but I am 
authorised to say that, in principle, the 


First Lord of the Admiralty entirely | 


accepts the idea of a colonial Naval 
Reserve, hut he thinks, as, no doubt, does 
the noble Lord opposite, that it would be 
more prudent to wait for the accomplish- 
ment of Federation before attempting to 
advance the matter any further. My 
Lords, I can only add to what I have 
said that, agreeebly to the suggestion of 
the noble Lord behind me, I shall make it 
my business, in consultation with the 
Secretary for the Colonies, to advance 
the policy the noble Lord has advocated as 


much as we can possibly advance it. I. 


can assure you no one hopes more 
anxiously and keenly than I do that in 
years to come we may find the soldiers of 
the great colonies fighting side by side 
with our own Imperial trcops in the 
same patriotic and loyal spirit which 
they have exhibited during the war now 
in progress. 


EarL CARRINGTON: I hope your | 


Lordships will bear with me for one single | 


moment while I express the pleasure with 
which we on this side of the House have 


heard the eloquent words of the Secretary | 


of State for War, when he spoke of the 
patriotism of the Colonies, inanswerto Lord 


Brassey, whom we are glad to see present | 


after five years service rendered with so 
much pride to himself and so much advant- 


age to the great colony of Victoria. With | 


regard to what Lord Brassey has said as 
to colonial mounted infantry, perhaps I 
may be permitted to say that fifteen 


years ago when I was in Australia I was | 
much struck with the possibilities of | 


mounted infantry in those colonies, and 
it was with peculiar pleasure that I read 


that the New South Wales Lancers were | 


the first of the colonial contingents to 
arrive at the Cape, the first to be sent to 
the front, and the first tocome under fire. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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Lord Brassey spoke of the deep-seated 
patriotism that exists in the colonies, | 
| hardly think that the colonists themselves 
know how deep-seated that patriotism is, 
It seems to me to be like one of those 
great Australian underground rivers that 
disappear in the bowels of the earth and 
then come up again, and appear and dis- 
appear again, and then when they are 
tapped they rise in a huge geyser, finally 
rushing down in a mighty torrent to the 
ocean. I think we can always rely on 
having the colonies on our side, but it 
must be on one condition. This country 
must recognise that there must be 
perfect equality between the soldiers of 
our great self-governing colonies and the 
English, Scotch, Welsh, and Irish troops. 
The noble Marquess said that we must 
move with great caution. Naturally, 
great caution is necessary, but I would 
venture very respectfully to suggest to 
him that we ought to insist that there 
shall be perfect equality between the 
Imperial and colonial forces, and that 
all honours and rewards shall be shared 
and dealt out equally to both branches 
of Her Majesty’s servants in proportion 
to the strength of the men turned out. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — HOSPITAL 
AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS — 
COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 

*THE EARL OF ABERDEEN, who had 
on the Paper notice of the following 
question: “To ask if Her Majesty’s 
' Government can inform the House when 
the Commission to inquire into the ques- 
tion of the treatment of the sick and 
wounded soldiers in South Africa is likely 
to be appointed,” said: My Lords, the 
announcement which was made in the 
other House of Parliament after the 
question in my name was placed on the 
Paper of course anticipates the answer 
to this question, which has, therefore, 
a somewhat belated appearance. How- 
| ever, although very apologetically, I take 
advantage of the fact that the question is 
on the Paper, to say two words by way of 
expressing the hope that, notwithstanding 
the important avocations of members of 
the Commission, it will be possible for 
the inquiry to be commenced without 
delay, not only because of the great in- 
terest and importance of the matters in 
question, but because many of the indi- 
| viduals who could give evidence regarding 
the state of matters at the particular 
period in question may be dispersed. For 
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example, it was mentioned the other day up the important question committed to 
in the newspapers that a certain number | them. 


of the Canadian contingent were sailing House adjourned at ten minutes 
for home from Liverpool. Some of these past Seven of the clock till 
men were asked to contribute their im- To-morrow, half past Ten of 


pressions upon the matters referred to in the clock. 
this question, and I think the statements 


reported are significant. Of course I am 


only speaking from the reports given to HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
the public; but what was said in effect Thursday, 19th July, 1900. 


was that in some respects there were 

things which were remembered with ssbb 

regret in regard to the medical arrange- a 
x but at the same time they offered | PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
a hearty tribute of admiration with regard | 
to other matters. I venture to think that | 
that is significant, because in such vast 
operations as those of this war it is 
obvious that in certain sections of arrange- 
ments there might be defects or misfor- 
tunes, while side by side with those there oe ee ; ? 
were arrangements and matters calling) GLYNCORRWG URBAN DISTRICT 
forth only admiration. My Lords, I, ae ee eee ener 
cannot refrain from expressing satisfac. LONDON SEA WATER SUPPLY BILL 


DEARNE VALLEY RAILWAY BILL 
{ Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


tion, which, I am sure, will be common [Lords]. 
to all your Lordships, at the touching) wHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
words of sympathy which fell from the BILL [Lords]. 


noble Marquess, with regard especially to. Read the third time, and passed, with 
the death in South Africa of the two Amendments. 

young Canadians, one being Lieutenant 

Borden, the only son of the Minister of WORKINGTON RAILWAYS AND DOCKS 
Militia in Canada. The noble Marquess BILL [Lords]. 

speaks not only as Secretary of State for, Ordered, That, in the case of the 
War, but as a past Governor-General of Workington Railways and Docks Bill 
Canada, and one whose name is familiar | [Lords], Standing Orders 204 and 235 be 
in the best sense in that country ; and, | suspended, and that the Bill be now read 
as one of his successors in the position of , a second time.—(Mr. Culdwell.) 
Governor-General of Canada, I venture to 
assure the House that the words which 
fell from the noble Marquess will be wel- —- 
comed throughout the Dominion with — Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 and 
peculiar appreciation. With regard to 236 be suspended, and that the Committee 
the subject-matter of the question I would | on the Bill have leave to sit and proceed 
point out that at Netley there must be upon Monday next.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
many soldiers invalided home from South 
Africa w hose ev idence might be taken | EPPING FOREST RAILWAY BILL. 
regarding their experience at the seat of ~ : 

war. I trust that there will be no delay | Order (12th February) referring the 
in the inquiry getting to work. | London, W althamstow, and Epping 
' Forest Railway Bill to the Examiners 
*THE MARQuEss or LANSDOWNE: My _ of Petitions for Private Bills read, and 
Lords, I have every reason to believe ‘discharged; Bill withdrawn.—(Mr. Cald- 
that the Commission will commence its | ¥él/.) 

labours without any delay. The noble | EDINBURGH (HOUSING OF THE WORK- 


Bill accordingly read a second time, 
and committed. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND 


Earl is aware that the appointment to the ING CLASSES) IMPROVEMENT 
two last seats in the Commission was only; SCHEME PROVISIONAL ORDER 


made yesterday or the day before. But BILL. 

I know that the Commission intend to| Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 and 
meet immediately, and I know also that | 236 be suspended, and that the Com- 
it is their desire to lose no time in taking , mittee of Selection have leave to appoint 
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the Committee on the Bill, to sit and 
proceed forthwith.—(7'he Lord Advocate.) 


PAISLEY WATERWORKS PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 
and 236 be suspended, and that the Com- 
mittee of Selection have leave to ap- 
point the Committee on the Bill, to sit 
and proceed forthwith.—(Zhe Lord <Ad- 

vocute. ) : 


RAILWAYS (IRELAND) AMALGAMA- 

TION BILLS (JOINT COMMITTEE). 

Report from the Joint Committee on 

Railways (Ireland) Amalgamation Bills in 
respect of the Great Southern and Western 
and Waterford and Central Ireland Rail- 
way Companies Amalgamation Bill [Lords] 
(Pending in the Lords) brought up, and 
read. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Report from the Joint Committee on 
Railways (Ireland) Amalgamation Bills in 
respect of the Great Southern and Western 
and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill 
[Lords] (Pending in the Lords), brought 
up, and read. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 5) Bill. 


{COMMONS} 


| other purposes.” 





Reports, de. 459 
for the construction of a new road in 
Southwick to join the same; and for 
Sunderland Corporation 


Bill [Lords]. 


SUNDERLAND CORPORATION BILL 


[Lords. } 
Read the first time, and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Lowick, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Lowick and 
Alnwick ; to lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Crieff, in favour; to lie 

upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TAXES AND IMPOSTS. 


Return presented, relative thereto 


fordered 13th March; Mr Goddard); to 


Local Government Provisional Orders | lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


(No. 8) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Poor Law) Bill. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. 


[No. 284.] 


WHISKY IN BOND (SCOTLAND). 


Return presented, relative thereto 


{ordered 19th June; Mr. Gordon]; to 


Bray Urban District Council Bill, with- | Jie upon the Table. 


cut Amendment. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders ,COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH 


(No. 12) Bill. - 
Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast 
Railway Bill. 


COURT OF JUSTICE) (IRELAND). 
Annual Account presented, of Receipts 


‘and Disbursements for the year ended 


Lambeth Water Bill, with Amend-' 31st December, 1899 [by Act]; to lie 


ments. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to empower the Mayor, Alder- 
men, and Burgesses of the borough of 


upon the Table. 


LAND REGISTRY. 
Account presented, of Receipts and 





Sunderland to contribute towards the , Payments in respect of the Land Registry 
construction by the North-Eastern Rail-| for the year ended 31st March, 1900 [by 
way Company of a bridge and road across | Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
the River Wear, and to make provision | printed. [No. 285.] 








453 
HI¢ 





Co 
the k 
of th 
Cour’ 
31st 
the T 

Co 
datec 
allow 
Secor 
unde 


[by Z 
I\ 


Co 
the | 
the | 
lie W 


LA 


Ci 
Noti 
30th 
upon 


Ci 
ship. 
the | 
Hon 
Jan 
at G 
Com 


Ci 
Ast 
Visit 
wich 


Tab! 


CHL 


W.E 
Seer 
whe 
assis 
fled 
rive 








sILL 


1 to 
vate 


ON 


) lie 


to 
to 


— ~~ ~ 








453 Questions. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
COURT OF APPEAL, ETC. 


AND 


Copy presented, of Account showing 
the Receipts and Expenditure in respect | 


of the High Court of Justice and the 
Court of Appeal during the year ended 
3ist March, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 286.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 29th June, 1900, granting a retired 
allowance to Mr. Thomas Alfred Inch, a 
Second Division Clerk (Higher Grade) 
under the Board of Trade, under the Act 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


INSTITUTE 
SECTION). 

Copy presented, of Annual Report of 
the Imperial Institute (Indian Section) for 
the year 1899-1900 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


IMPERIAL (INDIAN 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 

Copy presented, of Return of Eviction 
Notices filed during the Quarter ended 
30th June, 1900 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 4, 1900). 

Copy presented, of Treaty of Friend- 
ship, Commerce, and Navigation between 
the United Kingdom and the Republic of 
Honduras. Signed at Guatemala, 22nd 
January, 1887. (Ratifications exchanged 
at Guatemala, 3rd February, 1900) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


GREENWICH OBSERVATORY. 
Copy presented, of Report of the 


Astronomer Royal to the Board of 
Visitors of the Royal Observatory, Green- 


wich [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
ASSISTANCE TO REFUGEES. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, | 


W.R., Barnsley) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether any steps have been taken to 
assist the escape of foreigners who have 
fled from the interior to places on the 
rivers or sea coast of China. 


{19 JuLy 1900} 
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| *THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
|STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): All 
foreigners have been brought from Wen- 
‘chow to Shanghai, and a vessel has been 
hired to bring away refugees from Chung 
King if necessary. At other Yang-tsze ports 
there are gunboats, and there are also men- 
of-war at Woosung held in readiness to 
proceed to any port where they may be 
'required. Consul-General Warren was 
empowered on 12th July to take any 
steps in concert with the senior naval 
officer which may be considered necessary 
for bringing away refugees. 


PEKING LEGATION NAVAL GUARD. 
*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): I 
'beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether the Admiralty know the 
names of the officer, non-commissioned 
otticers, and men who formed the guard 
-at our Legation at Peking, and if so, 
whether he will notify them to the press, 
and if the Admiralty have not ascertained 
the names will he take steps to do so. 


THe SECRETARY to THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. MAcartNey, Antrim, 8.) : 
The names of the officers attached to the 
guard of Royal Marines at Peking are :— 
Captain Lewis 8. T. Halliday, H.M.S. 
Orlando ” ; Captain Bernard M. Strouts 

and Captain Edmund Wray, H.M.S. 
“Centurion,” for service at Wei-hai-wei. 
The relatives have been informed, but the 
names were not sent to the press. The 
names of the non-commissioned ofticers and 
men are not known. If any certain news 
is received of the fate of the Peking 
_Legations the Commander-in-Chief may 
be depended upon to inform the Ad- 
miralty by telegraph, but while it is 
uncertain he naturally does not do so. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: Will the Admiralty 


! . 
take steps to ascertain the names ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: It is not neces- 
'sary. The Commander-in-Chief will take 
_ the earliest possible steps to communicate 
| the names. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: I suppose the hon. 
'Gentleman knows that there is great 
| anxiety ? 


| Mr. MACARTNEY: Yes, Sir; and 
| the Admiralty will take immediate steps 
| to relieve that anxiety. As soon as the 
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Commander-in-Chief has trustworthy | ment are prepared to enter into engage- 
news he will, of course, communicate it. | ments with the Viceroys of the Yang-tsze 
with the view of preserving peace and 
INDIAN TROOPS FOR CHINA—COST. | order in their respective jurisdictions, 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.): | and whether they had given, or are pre. 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for| pared to give, definite and binding 
India whether the expenses of the 22,000 | pledges to support the Viceroys. 
troops withdrawn from the Indian | 
establishment to serve in China will fallon| *Mr. BRODRICK: Her  Majesty’s 
the Imperial or on the Indian Exchequer ; | Government have, as I have already in- 
and whether provision will be made, | formed the House, empowered Consul- 
having regard that no fewer than |General Warren to inform the Viceroys 
90,000,000 persons in India are affected | that in any efforts they may make to re- 
by the famine now devastating that de-| store order they may count on the full 
pendency of the Crown, that the mainten- | support of Her Majesty’s ships. No 
ance of the regiments, native or otherwise, | further pledges of support have been 
now serving out of India be not charged | asked for or seem necessary. 
directly or indirectly on the Indian | 
revenue. | Mr. YERBURGH: In consequence 
of that answer, I give notice that I will 
THE SECRETARY or STATE ror) repeat the question on Monday. 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, | 
Ealing): I have on several occasions) SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—TREATMENT 
stated that all the cost, both ordinary | OF BOERS IN BRITISH HOSPITALS. 
and extraordinary, of any Indian troops) *Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
sent to China would be paid by the beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
the Imperial Exchequer. The number so for War whether any considerable number 
sent is not 22,000, but less than half that of Boers have received medical or surgical 
number. /assistance in our hospitals, and whether 
he can state approximately how many; 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: DoTunder-| whether any complaints have — been 
stand that the actual ordinary expenses received from the Boer Governments, 
of the regiment will be paid not by the | Boer officers, or Boer patients in respect 
Indian, but by the Imperial Exchequer ?| of the medical or surgical services ren- 
We have had this point raised before, and | dered by us, or of the means and appli- 
I want an explicit answer. ances provided by us, and whether there 
is any ground for believing that they have 
Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have) been dissatisfied; whether the medical 


answered. and hospital assistance requisite for the 
; care.of the opposing forces tended by us 
JAPANESE TROOPS FOR CHINA. in addition to our own was foreseen and 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- | arranged for ; and whether he can state 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Under Sec-| the number of our soldiers who have 
retary of State for Foreign Affairs received medical or surgical aid in Boer 
whether he can state what is the number | hospitals. 
of Japanese troops now landed or about 
to land in China. | Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Before the 

question is answered, may I inquire if the 
*Mr. BRODRICK: According to our | third paragraph of the question is not out 
latest information about 14,000 men had | of order, seeing that it embodies the ex- 
either landed or were en route on 17th | pression of the opinion that the assistance 
July. It is expected that 2,000 more | was requisite ? 
will embark by Sunday next. | 
| *Mr. SPEAKER: I wish the hon. 
YANG-TSZE VALLEY—ENGLISH SUP-| Member was never more irregular. 
PORT TO THE VICEROYS. | 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to) *THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
ask the Under Secretary a question of {STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpHaM, 
which I have given him private notice— | Dover): About 450 Boers have been ad- 
namely, whether Her Majesty’s Govern-/ mitted into British hospitals, mostly for 
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gunshot wounds. No complaints have 
been received. The probability that we 
might have occasionally to give medical 
and surgical assistance to Boers was fore- 
seen, and they received the same treat- 
ment and attention as our men. There 
are no Returns showing how many of our 
soldiers were admitted to Boer hospitals. 


TRANSPORT — CATERING ARRANGE- 

MENTS ON THE “CUSTODIAN.” 

Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether, on the arrival 
of the transport ‘‘ Custodian ” at South- 
ampton, complaints were made to the 
staff officers on duty concerning the food 
supplied and the mess and canteen 
arrangements on board during the voyage 
from Cape Town ; and, if so, what report 
has been made on the subject. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: The report 
of the officer commanding the troops 
during the voyage in question, which I 
shall be glad to show the hon. Gentleman, 
states that there was no cause of com- 
plaint in respect of the provisions issued, 
and that everything appertaining to the 
comfort of officers and men on board was 
well carried out. I am also informed that 
while one man complained to the em- 
barkation officer of everything on board, 
his ‘comrades did not support him and 
stated that his allegations did not merit 
inquiry. 


THE * AVONDALE CASTLE” CANTEEN 
PRICES. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the Queen’s regulations for the 
Transport Service fixing the prices of 
canteen articles to be supplied to troops 
on board transport vessels were applicable 
to the R.M.S. “ Avondale Castle,” on her 
voyage from Southampton to Cape Town, 


between 12th May and 10th June, and, if | 


they were applicable, why these regula- 
tions were not adhered to, seeing that the 


troops on board that vessel were charged | 
/pennies from the 4,000 Volunteers now 


a price for aerated waters double that 
prescribed by the regulations ; and will 


he state what action will be taken by the. 
War Office in the matter, having regard | 
to the observations made by the officer in | 
‘that which was so highly commended for 


command in his report on the voyage, and 
to the possibility that similar non-obser- 
vances of the regulations may recur. 


119 Juty 1900} 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: The owners of the 
“ Avondale Castle” have explained that 
the overcharge for aerated waters was 
made by mistake. The amount involved 
is small, but if the Volunteer battalion 
applies for its refund the owners will be 
asked for the money. 


UNDER-AGE RECRUIT—PRIVATE 
WALSH, Ist MUNSTER  FUSILIERS. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state if Private P. Walsh, 
Ist Regiment Munster Fusiliers, who is 
reported in despatches from Cape Town on 
Thursday last as having been wounded, 
is the same Private Walsh who was stated 
recently to have enlisted when under 
sixteen years of age; whether he has 
yet attained that age; and whether, in 
the event of his having been wounded, he 
will be sent home by the first available 
ship, and discharged from the Army with 
an adequate pension to assist in the sup- 
port of his mother. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Private Walsh 
is the soldier referred to by the hon. 
Member in his question of the 4th inst. 
The question of invaliding depends on 
the severity of the wound. Should his 
wound lead to his discharge, the amount 
of his pension will be decided in accord- 
ance with regulations by the Chelsea 
Hospital Commissioners. 

Mr. FLAVIN: Then this is the boy. 
Will he be sent home by the first available 
ship ? 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have answered 
that question. 


SOUTH DENES CAMP, YARMOUTH— 
COLLECTIONS BY THE SISTERS OF 
NAZARETH. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 


| State for War whether his attention has 


been called to the regulations issued by 
Colonel Brownrigg, inspecting the Volun- 
teers on the South Denes, Yarmouth, for- 
bidding the Sisters of Nazareth to collect 


in camp ; whether Colonel Brownngg has 
any authority for issuing such regulations; 
and, if he isaware that the sisterhood who 
were sent back are of the same order as 


nursing the sick and wounded in South 
Africa. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no infor- 


mation at the War Office on these inci- 
dents. The exclusion or admission of 
strangers in camp is a matter within the 
competence of Colonel Brownrigg, as 
officer commanding the brigade. 


Dr. TANNER: Is it the fact that these 
ladies were excluded in consequence of 
their religion ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM; I hi ve no know- 
ledge of the matter, but if the hon. Gentle- 
man alleges that an unfair distinction has 
been drawn, and that privileges have been 
denied to these ladies which were granted 
to others, I will inquire into it. 


Dr. TANNER: 


tion on Monday. 


I wili repeat the ques- 


BOOTS AND CLOTHING FOR THE 
TROOPS. 

GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Oitice whether he has any informa 
tion to the effect that Lord Roberts’ army 
is now hampered by the want of boots, 
and that a large portion of the troops 
now under his command are almost bare- 
footed. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In consequence of 
statements on this subject in the press, 
the Secretary of State had a telegram of 
inquiry sent to Lord Roberts on the 14th 
instant, and the following reply has been 
received— 

“Pretoria, 18th July, 12.55 p.in.—The tem- 
porary break in communications and necessity 
for giving preference e to troops and supplies 
oceasioned delay in issue of boots and clothing 
to some units. The last consignment arrived 
to-day.” 


COLENSO ENGAGEMEN T —COLONEL 
LONG’S REPORT. 
GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask 


the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to publish Colonel Long’s report 
regarding the abandonment of eleven 
guns at the battle of Colenso. 

WYNDHAM : 


*Mr. I must refer my 


hon. and gallant friend to the answers 
which have been given by the First Lord 
on the general question of the publica- 
tion of despatches and reports. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May I 


revive the hon. Gentleman’s recollection 
that last March—-— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Well, let 
me put it this way. I will, of course, at 
once sit down if you rule me out of 
order. Sir Redvers Buller made a serious 
attack on Colonel Long—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
putting an obviously irrelevant question, 


38RD INNISKILLING FUSILIERS, 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he can state how many men of 
the 5rd Inniskilling Fusiliers, stationed at 
Cowshott Manor Camp, responded to the 
call made in February last to volunteer 
for service in South Africa ; were any 
deprivations of privilege made in the case 
of men who then declined to volunteer ; 
and how many men responded to a 
further call for Volunteers made upon 
this corps in the present month, anc have 
any of the corps been visited with dis- 
pleasure for refusal. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The 3rd_Innis- 
killing Fusiliers were not asked by the 
Secretary of State for War to volunteer 
for service abroad either in February or 
later. 


INVALIDED SOLDIERS—STATISTICS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
how many officers, non-commissioned 
officers, and men have been invalided from 
South Africa since the outbreak of the 
war; of these how many have died on 
the passage home, or in military hospitals, 
or in their own homes; and how many 
have been incapacitated from further ser- 
vice by wounds or disease. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : 20,658 have been 
invalided home ; of these 63 died on the 
passage and 60.in military hospitals. There 
is no record of any having died in their 
own homes. 430 have been incapacitated 
from further service by wounds and 
disease. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Can you 
give roughly the proportion of officers % 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
did not ask for it, or I could have given 


it exactly. 

TRIBUNAL AT JOHANNES- 
BURG. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I 


CIVIL 


fo] 


ask the Secretary of State for the 
the 


Colonies whether, in addition to 
military tribunal at Johannesburg, a 
Court styled the Court of the Chief 
Magistrate has been appointed over which 


an officer styled the Chief Magistrate | 


presides ; whether this Court has cogni- 
sance of and jurisdiction in all criminal 
cases except murder, treason, sedition, 


rape, robbery, arson, and concealment of | 


arms; whether the Chief Magistrate is 


empowered to inflict sentences not eX: | 


ceeding two yeurs imprisonment, fines 
not exceeding £100, and to sentence to 
the punishment of flogging, the flogging 
not to exceed 100 lashes ; and whether 
the Colonial Secretary can give any ex- 
planation of the establishment of this 
tribunal, and on what evidence Sir Alfred 
Milner, as High Commissioner, has sane- 
tioned the establishment of a tribunal to 
which the power of sentencing to the lash 
is entrusted, 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have no informa- 
tio. All the arrangements for pre- 
serving law and order in the Transvaal 
are entirely in the hands of Lord 
Roberts. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: As this is a 
matter of flogging, will the right hon. 
Gentleman ask his agent, Sir Alfred 
Milner ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


MARTIAL LAW—PAPERS ON THE 
CAPE REBELS. 
SYDNEY BUXTON 


Mr (Tower 


Hamlets, Poplar) : I beg to ask the Secre- | 
tary of State for the Colonies whether | 


any Papers in reference to South Africa, 
especially in reference to the communica- 
tions between the Home Government 
and the Cape Government in regard to 
the Cape rebels, will be presented before 
the Colonial Vote is taken. 


beg to 
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ARMY CHAPLAIN AT HONG KONG. 
Mr. BRODIE HOARE (Hampstead) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
‘for War whether there is a commissioned 
chaplain to the forces at Hong Kong; if 
not, whether, in view of the importance 
of Hong Kong as a military base, imme- 
diate steps will be taken to appoint one. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Commissioned 
chaplains are, as a rule, sent only to the 
larger foreign stations. There is an 
acting chaplain at Hong Kong who 
devotes his whole time to the troops. 
He is at present, however, on leave, and 
his duties are being discharged by the 
local clergy. The question of an increase 
|in the establishment of chaplains is under 
consideration. The House is aware that 
the Hong Kong garrison has recently 
been reduced. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): Is 
the hon. Gentleman aware that the supply 
of chaplains has been found to be insuffi- 
cient in the present South African cam- 
paign ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There was a time, 
perhaps, when it was not sutficient, but I 
believe every demand has now been 
supplied. 


SENTRY DUTY IN THE METROPOLIS. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if he can state what number of men 
are detailed for guards and sentry-go in 
the metropolis in each twenty-four hours 
when the battalions and regiments are on 
home service, and what is the necessity, 
if any, of posting sentries over empty 
buildings and public offices when _ pro- 
' tection could be afforded by the police ; 
and whether the sentry on the War 
Office was incapacitated by the heat on 
_ Tuesday. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There are five 
officers and 218 non-commissioned officers 
_and men detailed for guards and sentry- 
go in the metropolis. There are no 
sentries over empty buildings. The 
‘matter has been very thoroughly con- 
sidered and the numbers in recent years 
have been largely reduced. The sentry 


on the War Office was unfortunately 
| overcome by the heat on Monday. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I hope the | 
Papers will be in the hands of Members 
before the Colonial Vote is taken. 


| Mason RASCH: Is the right hon. 
| Gentleman aware that a man ina tunic 
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buttoned close up to his throat, and 
wearing a heavy busby, and carrying a 
rifle on a beat extending only ten yards, 
cannot be a very mobile protector ? 


[No answer was given. | 


OUTLAY UPON BELLEVILLE BOILERS. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty if he can state approximately 
the amount spent upon Belleville boilers 
for the Navy during the last five years. 


{COMMONS} 
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import duties upon the principal articles 
of British manufacture was a further in. 


fraction of British rights in Madagascar, 


inconsistent with the international rights 
of this country, and with the assurances 


, given by the Government of the Republic. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No direct reply 


has been received to the representations 


Mr. MACARTNEY : It is not possible | 


to state the amount spent upon Belleville 
boilers, as they are included in the tender 
for the propelling machinery and are not 
priced separately. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: Has the hon. 
Gentleman no approximate idea of the 
cost ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is it not over £5,000,000 ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I can give no 
other answer. It would involve an 
examination of all the contracts. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Cannot you 
say the cost within a million ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


BRITISH SOUTH 
REPORTED TRANSFER 
CROWN. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether tke Government have been 
negotiating with the British South Africa 
Company for the transfer of its territory 
to the Crown. 


AFRICA COMPAN Y— 
TO THE 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. I 
have heard the rumour, but there is not 
an atom of foundation for the suggestion 
contained in the question. 


BRITISH TRADE IN MADAGASCAR. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydfil): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 


tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether | 
any, and, if so, what reply has been | 


received to the representations made by 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 


to the French Government in July, 1898, | 
that their action in greatly increasing the | 


made in 1898, the French Government 
having stated that they adhered to the 
reply upon the subject which was made 
by Monsieur Hanotaux on the 23rd April, 
1897. This reply has already been laid 
before Parliament. 


CABLE COMMUNICATION BETWEEN 
THE WEST INDIAN ISLANDS. 
Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) : I beg to 

ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 

whether he is aware that, although the 

Island of Jamaica is now in direct tele- 

graphic communication with the British 

Empire through British cables by Turks 

Island, Bermuda, and Halifax (Nova 

Scotia), no steps have yet been taken to 

establish a direct communication be- 

tween Jamaica and the other West Indian 

Islands, and that the cables connecting 

Jamaica with the fortified coaling station 

of St. Lucia and the Islands of Barbados, 

St. Vincent, and Trinadad, and the other 

West Indian Islands, as well as the 

mainland of British Guiana, all touch 

foreign soil at one or more points; 
whether he is aware that British Hon- 
duras is also dependent upon foreign 
cables, and that if a colonist in British 

Honduras wishes to telegraph to the 

United States or England he has to take 

a journey into the neighbouring Republies 

of Guatemala or Spanish Honduras in 

order to do so; whether the Colonial 

Office have these matters under con- 

sideration ; and whether he can hold out 

any hope of being able to deal speedily 
with these grievances. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The facts 
areas stated. The points raised in the 
hon. Member’s question have been care- 
fully considered, and will not be lost sight 
of. Considerable expenditure would be 
involved, and I cannot promise any imme- 
diate action in the matter. 


INDIAN FAMINE—LOANS TO NATIVE 
STATES. 

Sm WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 

(Banffshire): I beg to ask the Secretary 

of State for India whether he is now mn 
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a position to specify the amounts advanced 
by the Government of India to the 
several native States by way of famine 
loans ; whether, when making each loan, 
the Government of India ascertained that 
the State was exercising economy in its 
eneral administration, with a view both 
to the relief of the famine-stricken and 
the repayment of the loan; and whether 
the Bhaunagar State in Kattywar applied 
for a famine loan of 30 lakhs, what is 
the reason why Bhaunagar, recently 
prosperous, is now in financial straits, 
and has the Government of India satisfied 
itself that this State has reduced all un- 
necessary expenditure both in India and 
in England. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The _ total 
amount of loans to native States for re- 
lief purposes sanctioned up to the end of 
May, either from Government funds or on 
Government guarantee, was £1,217,000. 
A list of these loans will be found at the 
end of the Papers presented to Parliament 
regarding Famine Relief in Native States, 
which Papers will, I hope, be distributed 
before the end of next week. The 
Government of India has repeatedly in- 
culeated strict economy on native States 
suffering from famine and applying for 
financial assistance. Applications for 
loans to such States and their conduct of 
relief measures are subjected to such 
scrutiny and supervision as are possible 
without undesirable interference. Bhau- 
nagar is undoubtedly a prosperous State, 
but its Government has recently invested 
£507,000 in its railways, and had a 
working cash balance of only £20,000 at 
the beginning of the year. Owing to the 
famine, its income has shrunk and its 
expenditure has increased considerably. 
The net deficit to be met was estimated 
in March last at £147,000, and so the 
State applied for and received a large loan 
from the Government. The ways and 
means of the State, its intended expendi- 
ture, and the possible economies to be 
made were considered by the Govern- 
ment of India before the loan was 
granted. 


REMISSIONS OF LAND REVENUE. 


Sm WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is aware that in the famine 
of 1896-7 the Government of the North- 
West Provinces remitted land revenue to 
the extent of Rs.6,000,000, while the 
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Government of Bombay remitted 
Rs.15,000 ; and whether, looking to the 
remarks of the Famine Commissioners of 
1898, who approved the liberal remissions 
in the North-West Provinces as mitigating 
(listress, while taking exception to the 
course followed in Bombay, he will urge 
upon the Bombay Government a more 
liberal policy than that followed by them 
in 1896-7. 


Questions. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: In the North- 
West Provinces, where the population of 
the affected districts may be taken to 
have been 193 millions, the Government 
during the famine of 1897-8 remitted 
revenue to the extent of six million 
rupees ; in Bombay, on a population of 
eight millions, about 800,000 rupees 
were either remitted or suspended, and 
5,300,000 rupees were loaned out to 
occupiers. The Commissioners point out 
in their Report that the land revenue 
assessment of the Bombay Deccan is 
admittedly light; and, on the whole, I 
am not prepared to accept without 
reservation the hon. Member’s version of 
their opinion as to the measures taken in 
the North-West Provinces and in Bombay 
respectively. So far as the famine is con- 
cerned I have every reascn to believe that 
the Bombay Government are acting in a 
judicious and liberal spirit towards the 
cultivators under their jurisdiction. In 
Guzerat alone the Bombay Government 
report that they had up to July 
deliberately left uncollected two-thirds 
of the land revenue in the affected 
districts. 


Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN : The 
noble Lord will understand I am referring 
to remissions and not suspensions ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Quite so. 


RAINFALL IN THE FAMINE AREAS. 

Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he has official information to the 
‘effect of the telegraphic news received 
since yesterday of satisfactory rainfalls 
having taken place in the areas affected 
_by the famine; if so, can he give the 
total of the rainfall since the monsoon 
set in up to date in several affected dis. 
‘tricts, and state if it is regarded as 
decidedly improving the prospects of the 
_ ensuing crops in those parts. 
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Lorp G. HAMILTON: Iam glad to | Lorp G. HAMILTON: IT am not able 
say that I have received a report of good | to state the number of additional medical 
rainfalls in most parts of the famine area. | officers and medical subordinates sent to 
The telegram giving this intelligence was | the famine districts in consequence of the 
dated Simla, the 14th July, and has been | outbreak of cholera. I was informed 
published in the newspapers. But I am | that, as regards the worst cholera tract 
afraid I cannot at present give precise | in the middle of June, the local authori. 
figures of the rainfall up to date in the | ties there had received as much extra 
several affected districts. | medical help as they thought necessary, 

| The returns which have reached me show 
CATTLE IN THE FAMINE DISTRICTS— | that during the month of June 22,198 

— OF SEED GRAIN, FODDER, | cholera deaths were reported from British 

ae an F ' famine districts, and there were 19,129 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh): from native States similarly afflicted, 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | During the three weeks ending on the 7th 
India if he can state what, approximately, | July, the reported cholera deaths averaged 
are the percentages of deaths among the 6562 a week for British famine districts 
cattle in the famine districts, and what | and 6,185 a week for native States affected 
funds are available for the supply of cattle, | hy famine. 
fodder, and seed grain to the cultivators 
in these districts; and what steps are | INDIAN PENAL LAWS. 
being taken to secure a supply ef fodder #Sin WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: I 
for the surviving cattle, and what propor- beg to ask the Secretary of State for India 
tion of the cattle recently supplied to whether, looking to the loyalty and 
make good previous losses have died from patience manifested by the Indian ‘people 
want of fodder. while suffering from grievous calamities, 
and looking to the benfit to Imperial 
interests from such manifestation at the 
present time, he will consider whether, 
by withdrawing recent penal legislation, 
this loyalty may be recognised, and the 
Indian people assured of the confidence 
and appreciation of Her Majesty's 
Government. 


Lord G. HAMILTON: I have no 
precise figures about the mortality among 
cattle. We shall learn some months 
hence what approximately the losses have 
been in British districts when the yearly 
returns are made up of the number of 
cattle alive. No similar returns are made 
for native States. The funds at present 
allotted for the supply of seed grainand) = [ory G. HAMILTON: The loyalty 
cattle to cultivators in British districts eoyrage, and resignation manifested by 
are 123 lakhs for advances to cultivators. the ‘Indian people in te te 
The charitable funds have also distributed <r akin wlSMASEIAS an, 
for the same purpose a considerable sum salle leas oe tee Majeegs 
to the poorer cultivators. — Strenuous Government and by the people of this 
efforts were made in parts of the Bombay | eountry. and on more than one oceasion 
Presidency to collect and distribute fodder | oth the Viceroy in India and I as 
earlier in the season. Now that rain has | geeretary of State in England, have given 
come and grass is growing I do not anti- ynstinted expression to our admiration of 
cipate that further endeavours in that their demeanour and conduct. I do not 
direction will be required. Iam notable jnow what the hon. Member means by 
to say what proportion of the recently | withdrawal of recent penal legislation, for 
supplied cattle have perished from lack of certainly during my tenure of office no 
fodder or trom lack of water. such legislation kas been sanctioned. 


CHOLERA IN THE FAMINE DISTRICTS. *Sin WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
Mr. ©. P. SCOTT: I beg to ask the | Does not the noble Lord understand that 

Secretary of State for India whether, in |] refer to the law with regard to the press 

view of the outbreak of cholera in the and sedition, which now appear not to be 

famine districts of India, any, and, if so, necessary 

what, addition has been made to the | 

famine medical service ; and whether he} Lorp G. HAMILTON: If the hon. 

can state the number of deaths from | Baronet will be good enough to examine 

cholera in the famine districts. that law I think he will find it exactly 
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the same as that which obtains in this 
country. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Remember 
the case of the Natu Brothers. 


NEW TAXATION IN INDIA SINCE 1886. 


Si WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: I | 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he will grant a Return 
showing the amount yielded by new 
taxation imposed in India in or since 
the year 1886, and stating in each case 
the purpose for which such taxation was 
at the time said to be imposed. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: There is no 
objection to the motion for the Return 
which the hon. Baronet desires. 


THE COMMAN DER-IN-CHIEF IN INDIA. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India how long has the office of Com- 
mander-in-Chief in India been vacant, 
and when is an appointment to be made. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Sir W. Lock- 
hart died suddenly on the 18th of March, 
and since then General Sir Power Palmer 
has discharged, as acting Commander-in- 
Chief, the functions of the office. A per- 
manent appointment will be made before 
long. 


SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Westminster) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether the coinage of five- 
shilling and four-shilling pieces is to be 
continued, and whether he can state if 
any representations have been made by 
retail traders as to the inconvenience of 
these coins. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BEacu, 


Bristol, W.): The coinage of double | 
florins has been discontinued since 1891. | 


Those remaining in circulation are in 
course of withdrawal. No representation 
as to the inconvenience of crowns is 
recorded as having been received at the 
Mint or the Treasury. Only a very 
small proportion of the silver pieces 
issued is in crowns. In 1899, out of an 
issue of 32,129,100 of such pieces, only 
159,100 were crowns. It is not proposed 
to discontinue their issue. 
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INCOME TAX—INTEREST ON MUNI- 
CIPAL LOANS. 

Sr ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if he will state 
the reasons why income derived from 
payments for interest made by municipal 
authorities is charged with the full duty 
of 1s. in the pound for the whole period 
in respect of which the same is payable, 
whereas income derived from similar pay- 
ments made by public companies or pri- 
vate persons is calculated at the increased 
rate only since the date when the in- 
creased duty was imposed. 


*Sir_ M. HICKS BEACH: The dis- 
tinction, which leads to a difference of 
treatment in respect of income tax, be- 
tween income derived from payments for 
interest made by municipal authorities, 
and income derived from similar pay- 
ments made by public companies or 
private persons, lies in the fact that in 
the latter case the interest is paid out of 
profits and gains assessable to income 
tax, while in the former it is (as a rule) 
paid, or partly paid, out of rates, which 
are not soassessable. In this latter event 
Sub-section 3 of Section 24 of the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, applies, 
and this distinctly prescribes that the 
rate of income tax shall be that in 
force at the time of payment. I may 
be allowed to add I think that some 
|public inconvenience is caused by the 
existing difference of treatment in this 
matter, and I propose to examine the 
possibility of adopting a uniform system. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Will 
| regard be had to the case where there is 
| obviously a charge in excess, like the 
| Jamaica railway debentures ? 


| *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No. I do 
‘not think that was a case of excessive 
| charge. 


PRISON TREATMENT OF DEBTORS. 
Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
| Tyneside): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for the Home Department if he can 
state how many persons are at present 
detained as debtors in Her Majesty’s 
gaols, whether under the prison rules such 
persons are obliged to wear prison uni- 
form, and whether their treatment as to 
food, exercise, and such matters differs in 
any particular from those convicted of 
criminal offences. 


47] Questions. 


*TuE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuite Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
There were 474 male and eleven female 
debtors in custody on the 17th instant. 
Debtors are permitted to wear their own 
clothing unless it is unfit for use, in which 
case they wear the same uniform as 
prisoners awaiting trial whose clothes are 
unfit for use. They have the same 
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penny post is not in itself remuneratiye 
and in the great majority of cases the 
return to the sender of undeliverable 
matter passing at the halfpenny rate is 
not desired and involves much useless 
labour. Such packets can be returned, if 
the sender so desires, by placing on the 
address side a request to that effect. The 
official regulations make no reference to 
_ the “inside ” of a postcard. 











food as offenders of the first division, | 


and are allowed to exercise twice a day. 
Generally speaking, their treatment 
differs in almost every particular from 
that of convicted prisoners. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE FORCE. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he can state 
whether the Metropolitan Police Force 
is at present below its establishment, also 
whether desirable recruits are now forth- 
coming in sufficient numbers and continue 
to remain in the force. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The force 
is at present below its establishment 
chiefly owing to the Reservists being 
called out for service with the colours. A 
sufficient number of properly qualified 
recruits is forthcoming to rather more 
than meet the norma! needs of the force, 
but not sufficient to replace the absent 
Reservists or to make good augmenta- | 
tions. The answer to the last few words 
of the question is in the affirmative. 


UNDELIVERED POSTCARDS. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- | 
sury, as representing the Postmaster | 
General, seeing that undelivered post- | 
cards are returned to the senders only on | 
the condition that a request for their | 
return must be placed on the outside 
before posting, and on the payment of a 
return postage of one halfpenny on 
delivery, while undelivered letters are 
returned to the senders without any extra 
charge or request for their return, whether 
he can say why postcards are differently 
dealt with, and which side of a postcard 
the Post Office authorities describe as the 
inside. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HANsury, 





Preston): These postcards are treated | 
differently from Jetters, because the half- | 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE 
OVERTIME. 

__ Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether, in view of the amount 

| of overtime performed by the staff at the 

| Central Telegraph Office, London, the 
| Postmaster General is considering the 
| advisability of increasing the number of 
| operators; whether it is intended that 
|such increase should be effected by the 
| addition of unestablished telegraphists at 
lower wages than the ordinary clerks 

/receive; and, whether the Postmaster 

| General will take steps to provide that all 

‘new telegraphists shall be placed in a 

| position with reference to pay and other 

| rights similar to that of the present estab- 
| lished staff of the London office. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is considering the advisability of 
|adding to the staff in the Central Tele- 


| graph Office in order to reduce overtime, 


but it is not intended that unestablished 
telegraphists should be employed for that 
purpose. Officers appointed to the estab- 
lished class of telegraphists will receive 
the pay and privileges proper to that 
class. 





COOTEHILL (CAVAN) POST- 


MASTERSHIP. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he has examined the 
correspondence which passed in 1897 and 
1898 relative to the appointment of the 
previous postmistress of Cootehill, county 
Cavan ; and, whether, seeing that a con- 
dition requiring her to give up her private 
business was attached to the appointment, 
he can state why a similar condition was 
not attached to the appointment of the 
present postmaster ; and whether he is at 
liberty to say on the authority of what 
official his recent statement was made. 
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Mr. HANBURY: There was no con- 


- dition attached to Miss Corry’s appoint- 
ble ment such as the hon. Member describes. 
is Miss Corry had no private business, but 
Oss resided with her relative, the previous 
» if sub-postmistress of Cootehill, to whom 
the she acted as assistant. The newly ap- 
‘he pointed sub-postmaster is not required to 
to give his whole time to the public service, 
and it is not necessary, therefore, that he 
should relinquish his business as chemist. 
My recent reply was given on the 
authority of the Postmaster General. 
y): 
ea- ETE ae aE te EAT ER 
ter NEWBLISS POST OFFICE. 
int Mr. MACALEESE: [beg to ask the 
he Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
he the Postmaster General, whether he is 
: aware that the late postmistress at New- | 
at bliss, county Monaghan, still resides in the 
he post office in that town, notwithstanding 
at that her successor was appointed several 
ks months ayo ; and can he state who is the 
er tenant of the Newbliss Post Office, and if 
all the late postmistress is still the tenant, is 
a | that arrangement in accordance with 
er General .Post Office practice ; and will he 
‘b. say how many females are employed there 
as telegraph practitioners or learners, and 
whether complaints have been made to 
er the chief postmaster in Dublin that some 
of of these young women are occasionally 
le- employed as postal messengers ; and how 
le, many persons altogether, male and female, 
od are employed in connection with this post 
at office, and how many are Roman 
b- Catholics. 
ve 
. Mr. HANBURY: The fact is as stated. 
The late sub-postmistress of Newbliss still 
resides in the house in which the pos 
office is situated, and there is no objec- 
): tion, under the rules of the Department, 
“a to her so doing. The present sub-post- 
er mistress is the tenant of the premises. 
he One female assistant and one female tele- 
id graph learner are employed at the New- 
he bliss office; and the services of these 
ty persons are occasionally utilised in the 
n- delivery of telegrams. It is not known 
te that any complaints have been made 
It, against this practice, which is not in viola- | 
as tion of any rule. The total number of | 
he ersons employed in connection with the 
at Newbliss office is nine—six men and three 
at women. Nothing is known as_ regards 
their religion. 
VOL. LXXXVI._ [Fourtu Srrtes. | 
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R.I.C. MEDICAL APPOINTMENT FOR 


| TIPPERARY. 

| Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): [beg 
|to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
'that on the death of Dr. Nadin, Tippe- 
| rary, who was doctor to the Royal Irish 
| Constabulary at various stations, the men 
in each barrack were asked to choose a 
successor, and their choice was ratified in 
every case except Tipperary and Limerick 
Junction, where the police, thirty-four in 
number, almost unanimously selected Dr. 
O'Dwyer, but that in this case the County 
[Inspector intervened and recommended a 
practitioner who had only received one 
or two votes, and that Dr. O'Dwyer was 
then set aside by the Inspector General 
and the position given to the nominee of 
the County Inspector, although his quali- 
fications were in no respect superior ; and 
will he explain why the wishes of the 
force were not allowed to prevail in this 
case as in that of all the other vacancies 
created by the death of Dr. Nadin. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): I am informed it is not the 
fact that the police at any of the stations 
in question were asked to choose a suc- 
cessor to Dr. Nadin. The gentleman 
selected for appointment at Tipperary 
and Limerick has been longer in practice 
than Dr, O'Dwyer, and had also attended 
the police on previous occasions when the 
iate medical attendant was unable to do 
so, and had given every satisfaction. 
While of course every attention is given, 
as far as possible, to the wishes of the 
constabulary in a matter of this kind, the 
choice of a medical attendant is not with 
the men, and the rule is to appoint the 


most experienced and most suitable 
doctor. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: Do I understand 


that in the other cases no steps were 
taken to consult the wishes of the police ? 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do not 
know how far their wishes were con- 
sulted. Whatever was done was done in 
an informal manner. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: However in- 
formal, is it not the fact that in all cases, 
/except that of Tipperary, the wishes of 

the constabulary were met ? 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 
| not say. 


That I can- 


NS) 
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GRAZING IN PHCENIX PARK, DUBLIN. | jected, although his qualifications fulfi] 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the | 


Secretary to the Treasury if he will state 


the annual profit received by the Govern- | 


ment from letting the Phoenix Park for 


grazing cattle, and whether any of the | 


London parks are similarly let; is he 


aware that the bullocks in the Phoenix | 


Park are not herded, but continually 
stray on the roads and paths, to the an- 
noyance of the public ; that filth from the 
cattle disfigures the walks ; that they are 
allowed to trample down and dirt that 


portion of the sward of the park most | 
used for games by the citizens ; and that | 


the requirements set out in the special 
regulations issued by the Civil Service 
Commission on 27th April, 1900, respect- 
ing such examination ; and whether it jg 
proposed to appoint Mr. Donaldson be. 
cause he happens to be at the present 
time in the temporary service of the De. 
partment. 

Mr. HANBURY: Mr. Carden was re. 
jected because his qualifications did not 
fulfil the requirements to which the hon, 
Member refers. They were prima facie 


| satisfactory ; but they did not bear close 


in the London parks sheep are introduced | 
whenever it is necessary to eat down the | 


grass; and whether any steps will be 
taken, by efficient herding, to prevent 


the Pheenix Park roads and walks from | 


being obstructed and defiled by cattle. 


Mr. HANBURY: The average annual 
receipts from grazing rents in the Phoenix 
Park during the past five years were 
£626 3s. 4d. There is no grazing in St. 
James’s Park, but £64 a year is received 
for grazings in Hyde Park and the Green 
Park. No complaint has been received 
from the public with regard to the bul- 
locks. The size of the park renders it 
impossible to prevent completely the 
straying of cattle on the roads, but every 
effort is made to keep the cattle off the 
roads (especially the main road) and _pre- 
serve the cleanliness of the walks. No 
serious inconvenience with regard to 
games has arisen, and no complaint has 
been made. Sheep are introduced into 
some of the London parks to eat down 
the grass. A similar plan was tried in 
Dublin some years ago, but the grass did 
not suit sheep. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Are herds em 
ployed to keep the cattle off the path 4 

Mr. HANBURY : Yes, Sir. 


IRISH BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS— 
ASSISTANT SURVEYOR OF BUILD- 
INGS. 


Sir GEORGE FARDELL (Padding- 
ton, 8.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if he will explain why Mr. 
R. W. Carden, the successtul candidate at 
the recent examination for the situation 
uf assistant surveyor of buildings in the 
Architectural Department of the Board of 
Public Works, Ireland, after having re- 
ceived notice of his success, has been re- 


‘same time that the 





investigation. No appointment will be 
made on the result of the examination. 


TRACTION ENGINES 
ROADS. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland—1. Have any representations 
been made to him about the state of the 
law in Ireland in relation to the use of 
traction engines on public roads, 2. Is 
he aware that owing to the use of such 
engines on the coast road between Glen- 
arm and Larne the road authority finds 
the cost of maintenance so materially 
increased as to be a source of embarrass- 
ment, while no power exists by which 
they can oblige the owners of the engines 
to contribute to the cost of repairs to the 
road. 3. Is he aware that the County 
Antrim Grand Jury passed resolutions 
calling upon the Government to assimilate 


ON IRISH 


the law in Ireland to that of Engiand in 


regard to the passage of traction engines 
along public roads, complaining at the 
owners of these 
engines carry on their traffic under most 
illegal conditions. 4. And will heintroduce 
a clause into his Bill to amend the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, placing the 
law in Ireland upon the same footing with 
the law in England. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Representa- 
tions have been made to me of the 
character mentioned in the first para- 
graph. The average expenditure on the 
coast road between Glenarm and Larne 
has been increased about 30 per cent. 
within recent years ; I am unable to say 
whether this increased expenditure has 
resulted in any embarrassment as alleged, 


but, if so, the case would appear to be 


one in which an application for an exten- 
sion of the limit under Section 27, Sub- 
section 2, of the Local Government Act, 
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1898, would probably be entertained by | 


the Local Government Board. The 
answer to the third paragraph is in the 
affirmative. The Amendment suggested 
in the last paragraph would not be 
covered by the title of the Bill now before 
the House. Under Section 23 of the 
Highways and Locomotives Act, 1878, as 
amended by Section 12 of the Locomotives 
Act, 1898, “damages can be recovered by 
the local authority in England in respect 
of excessive wear on highways by reason 
of extraordinary traffic. These enact- 
ments do not, however, apply to Ireland, 
but [ will consider the question of assimilat- 
ing the law in this respect in the two 
countries with a view to possible legisla- 
tion in a future session. 


THE BOTANICAL GARDENS, DUBLIN. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he can state 
what has been the annual expenditure for 
the past ten years on Kew Gardens, 
London, and the Botanical Gardens, 


Dublin. 


Mr. HANBURY: The total gross ex- 
penditure from 1890-1 to 1899-1900 was 
—On Kew Gardens, £261,408 5s. 10d. ; 
on the Botanical Gardens, Glasnevin, 
£18,769 6s. 1d. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman be good enough to con- 
sult the Secretary for the Colonies as to 
the desirability of making an extra grant 
tor the Botanical Gardens, Dublin ? 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 


some orchids. 


Give us 


SUTTON TO HOWTH TRAMWAY. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been called to the effort 
to represent the passing of the Bill to 
extend the time for the completion of the 
Great Northern Tramway from Sutton to 
Howth as an exoneration of the manner 
in which the work has up to the present 
been done ; and whether, before sanction- 
ing an inspection of the line by his in- 
spectors, he will obtain an undertaking 
from the company that fresh Parlia. 
mentary powers will be applied for, or 
else enforee compliance with the original 
Act prescribing that the tramway shall 
be laid along the road and with its rails 
on a level therewith. 
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Mr HANBURY: The company 
state that if Parliamentary powers are 
necessary to authorise the deviation 
which has been made at the request of 
the grand jury, they will take an early 
opportunity of applying for them. In 
the meantime, the Board of Trade do not 
think it would be in the public interest to 
dechne to allow an inspection for the 
purpose of ascertaining whether the line 
can be safely worked. 


LISTOWEL TO TARBERT RAILWAY. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he will receive a deputation 
with a view of giving a grant of money 
or providing a means for giving such 
grant, for the construction of a railway 
from Listowel via Newtown Sandes and 
Ballylongford to Tarbert ; and whether, 
in view of the fact that a portion of the 
district is congested, and of the want of 
travelling facilities as well as of employ- 
ment to the poor, he will favourably con- 
sider the request made. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There are no 
funds available for the construction of a 
railway from Listowel to Tarbert, and 
therefore no useful purpose would be 
served by my receiving a deputation, as 
suggested in the question. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman receive a deputation ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is exactly the question the right hon. 
Gentleman has answered. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that a large number of 
meetings can be held in North Kerry 
calling on the Government to make a 
grant ? 


CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Can 
the right hon. Gentleman not find a slice 
of the Church Fund for this purpose ? 

POLICE PROTECTION 
LISTOWEL. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the number 
of police employed in protecting the farm 
in Derry situate near Listowel, the pro- 
perty of John Sands, and w hether the 
police so employed cost the district £160 


S 2. 


NEAR 
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per year; and, if not, how much; 
whether, 
condition of the district, the extra police 
so employed on this farm 
removed. 


Questions. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Two constables 
are employed in protecting the caretaker 
vn the farm referred to. They will be 
removed when, in the opinion of the 
authorities locally responsible, the neces- 
sity no longer exists for their employment. 
The men are supplied from the free force 
of the county, consequently their employ- 
ment entails no charge whatever either to 
the district or the county. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the whole duty 
these men have to perform is to arrest 
the emergency man and charge him with 
drunkenness ? 


CELTIC MANUSCRIPTS—SALARY OF 
IRISH SCRIBE. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he is aware that an annual sum of £200 
has been voted from 1865 to 1891 to the 
Royal Irish Academy as salary to an Irish 
scribe, including cataloguing and printing 
Irish manuscripts, and that a like sum 
has been included in the general grant- 
in-aid voted to the said Academy be- 
tween 1892 and 1899; whether the tran- 
scription of Celtic manuscripts ceased on 
the death, in 1880, of Mr. O Longan, the 
last of the Irish scribes, whether the 
copying of Irish manuscripts since 1880 
has been by photograph, and whether the 
photographing of old Irish manuscripts 
ceased with the completion of the Yellow 
Book of Leccan in 1895; and, if so, can 
he say what has been done with the £200 
a year voted for Irish scribes since 1880, 


and the £200 a year for printing Celtic | 


manuscripts since 1893; whether the 
proceeds of the sale of the four folio 
volumes facsimiled or photographed at 
the expense of Parliament have been re- 
funded to Her Majesty’s Treasury, or 
spent on the general purposes of the 
Royal Irish Academy ; ; and whether, if 


the Royal Irish Academy be unwilling to 
publish Celtic manuscripts, he will con- 
sider the desirability of transferring the 
present annual grants for this purpose to | 
some of the other existing antiquarian 
societies in Ireland. 
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and | 
having regard to the present | 


will be | 


| they have to pay this claim of the asy- 
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Mr. HANBURY: The sum of £200 
was voted from 1865 to 1870 for « Salary 
of Irish Seribe and for Cat uoguing and 
Printing Irish Manuscripts,’ ’andfrom 18 71 
to 1890. for “Researches in connection 
with Celtic Manuscripts.” In the Esti- 
mates for 1890-1 and up to 1896-7 this 
special item was merged in a grant of 
£400 for “ Researches into and_publiea- 
tion of Celtic Manuscripts.” Since 1897-8 
the grant to the Academy has been voted 


asa lump sum, but the Academy have 
from year to year allocated a similar 
amount to such researches. Since the 


death of Mr. O’Longan in 1880 the mann- 
scripts have been reproduced by photo- 
lithography, and the last one published 
was the Yellow Book of Leccan in 1895, 
The proceeds of the facsimiles published 
by the Academy have never been refunded 
to the Treasury. The receipts from the 
five volumes of “ Facsimiles of National 


Manuscripts of Ireland,” _ published 
by the Stationery Office, were, of 
course, paid into the Exchequer. 


|The Academy is anxious to continue the 


I beg to | 


publication of Celtic MSS. But it has 
full discretion as to the disposal of its 
grant-in-aid, and recently it has devoted 
its income mainly to collecting material 
for a Thesaurus of the Irish language, 
which will be a most important aid to the 
study of the texts themselves. 


Mr. DILLON: What are the re- 
searches to which this sum _ has_ been 
devoted during the last few years ? 


Mr. HANBURY: To the preparation 


of a dictionary of the Irish language. 


Mr. DILLON: Will that dictionary 
be published before the end of next 
century 4 


[No answer was given. | 


MONAGHAN ASYLUM WORKS. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the governors of the asylum of 
Monaghan demanded from the County 
Council of Monaghan £6,500 last week 
for sewerage and other works, and _ that 
the county council, not knowing of this 
expenditure at the asylum, struck a rate 
that will leave the council in debt several 
hundred pounds at the end of the year if 
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quire if this work is necessary, and pro- 
yide that the governors of the asylum 


Council of Monaghan before making such 
an outlay. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This question 
appears to be founded upon a misappre- 
hension of the facts. The governors of 
the asylum have not demanded a sum of 
£6,500 from the county council for the 
works referred to. The joint committee 
of the asylum, which includes a certain 
number of members of the Monaghan 
County Council, applied to the Local 
Government Board for sanction to two 
loans, one of £6,500 for sewerage and 
other works, and another of £2,500 for 
building a new church. Advertisements 
were issued by the joint committee in 
newspapers circulating in the district 
inviting any ratepayer or owner of pro- 
perty desirous of making a representation 
to the Local Government Board in con- 
nection with the proposed loans, to do so 
within fourteen days. No objection was 
received by the Board, and they have 
accordingly sanctioned the loans—to be 
repaid in thirty and forty years respec- 
tively. The proportion of the amount of 
the two loans of £9,000 for which 
the county Monaghan is liable is £3,872, 
the county Cavan being liable for the re- 
mainder. A printed copy of the notice 
of the proposal to apply for these loans 
Was sent to every representative of the 
county council acting on the joint com- 
mittee of management of the asylum on 
14th January last, in compliance with the 
regulations made by the Local Govern- 
ment Board on the subject. 

SNEEM (COUNTY KERRY) POLICE 
FORCE. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the ordinary police force at 
Sneem, county Kerry, has been increased 
lately ; and if so, what is the cause of the 
increase ; whether Mr. Warden has now 
or had at any time lately police protect- 


grounds ; and whether, considering the 
present condition of the district 
Sneem, he will make representations to 
have the extra police force withdrawn. 
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will in future give notice to the County | 


ing his house; and if so, on what! 


of | 
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jum governors ; and whether he will in- {augmented by five men to enable better 


protection by patrols to be given to a 
caretaker in the locality. Mr. Warden 
receives protection because such protec- 
tion is considered necessary. These 
additional constables cannot. be with- 
drawn until their services are no longer 
required. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that 50 per cent. 
of the tenants on this estate are excluded 
from the benefits of the Land Act by the 
recent action of this landlord ? 


Mr. FLAVIN: And is he aware that 
the magistrates in petty sessions have 
signed a petition for the withdrawal of 
these men ? 

IRISH EDUCATION—NEW REGULA- 
TIONS. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has seen a copy of a 
memorandum issued by the National 
Teachers Association of Ireland, in refe- 
rence to certain provisions contained in 
the proposed new rules and regulations 
issued by the Commissioners of National 
Education, and the probable injury to the 
cause of primary education ; and whether, 
in view of the fact that the extract from 
said rules was only issued a few days ago, 
the Government will delay their adoption 
of them for a period of about six months, 
in order to give the managers of schools 
and the school teachers an opportunity of 
considering their effect on the system of 
primary education in Ireland. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have not yet 
seen the memorandum referred to, but I 
had the opportunity yesterday of an 
interview with a deputation of Irish 
national teachers on the subject of the 
new rules. The answer to the second 
paragraph is in the negative ; the Govern- 
ment have no such power, nor do I think 
it would be desirable to exercise it if they 
had. 


Mr. FLYNN: How long must the 
rules be on the Table of the House before 


| they receive the sanction of Parliament ? 


| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: They do not 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The ordinary | require the sanction of Parliament. They 
police force at Sneem has recently been | are already in force. 
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EXTRA SUBJECTS REMUNERATION 

OF TEACHERS. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, if he will state what is the scale of 
remuneration to be paid to teachers in the 
national schools of Ireland for extra 
subjects, sanctioned only out of school 
hours, a list of which is issued by the 
Commissioners of National Education. 


Questions. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The scale of 
remuneration and mode of payment for 
extra branches have not yet been deter- 
mined by the Commissioners. 


MONITORS IN IRISH 
SCHOOLS. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
gratuities for the instruction of monitors 
will be paid to Irish national teachers as 
usual this year, and when will the result 
of their examination be made known to 
those monitors who attended the ex- 
aminations held during last Easter week 
at the different district centres. 


NATIONAL 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Gratuities due 
on account of monitors’ instruction for the 
past year will be paid to the teachers in 
all cases. The results of their examina- 
tion at Easter will be made known to the 
monitors without delay. 


IRISH COUNTY SURVEYORS. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he can state whether county sur- 
veyors and deputy county surveyors 
are compelled under’ the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act to devote their 
whole time to the service and work of 
the county councils in Ireland; and, 
whether the office of county surveyor 
and deputy county surveyor are pension- 
able oftices or otherwise. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Existing 
county and assistant county surveyors 
hold their oftice on the same terms and 
conditions as heretofore. County councils 
cannot prohibit them from undertaking 


private practice if they are able to do so | 


without neglecting the duties of their 
office. I understand, however, that since 


the passing of the Local Government 
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Act, 1898, the surveyors have little or no 
time for private practice owing to their 
increased duties. In the case of new ap- 
pointments there would be nothing to 
prevent councils from stipulating that 
the persons appointed should devote their 
entire time to their duties. The offices 
of county surveyor and_ assistant sur- 
veyor are pensionable, the former under 
38 and 39 Vict., c. 56, and the latter 
under Section 83, Sub-section 11, of the 
Act of 1898. But no surveyor appointed 
after the passing of the Act of 1875 can 
obtain a superannuation allowance unless 
he has given his whole time to the ser- 
vice of the county, and assistant surveyors 
must also devote their whole time to the 
service of the county to qualify for super- 
annuation allowance. 


PARLIAMENTARY 
STANDING ORDERS. 

Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Not- 
tinghamshire, Mansfield): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he can 
say when it is intended to consider 
whether any and what change should be 
made in Parliamentary procedure, so 
that notices of Motions may not prevent 
the House discussing questions of urgency 
or importance. . 


PROCEDU RE— 


I also desire to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, as Members of the 
House generally are deprived of the 
opportunity of moving any Amendments 
in the case of Bills which are reported 
without Amendment by Standing Com- 
mittees, he will consider the expediency 
of such an alteration in the mode of pro- 
cedure as will secure that all Bills re- 
ported from a Standing Committee, 
whether amended or not, shall be con- 
sidered on Report in the House. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I think the hon. Member will agree 
that at the present period of the session 
these are subjects which it is impossible 
for us to take up. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the ‘Treasury 
whether he can give the assurance that 
an opportunity will be given for con- 


' sidering the Vote for the Local Govern- 


ment Board in Committee of Supply. 
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Lorp HUGH CECIL: I beg to ask | 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
state when the Local Government Board 
Vote will be taken. 


Mr. BRYCE: When will the Board | 
of Trade Vote be taken ? 


*sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 
shire, Forest of Dean)): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
give the House long notice of the day on 
which the Supplementary Vote for the 
war in South Africa will be proposed. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman will state the business for 
next Monday 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
put down the Local Government Board 
Vote and the Board of Trade Vote on the 
two remaining allotted days for Supply. 
I cannot put them first, and whether they 
will be reached depends on what view 


the House takes of the relative importance | 


of the questions that arise. The Army 
Votes are down, but they will not be put 
first. As to the Supplementary Vote for 
the war in South Africa, I hope that it 
will be taken to-morrow week. I am 
unable to give an absolutely certain 


answer, because my scheme has been upset 


by the uncertainty as to whether the | 
), — ss * _ . ‘ | 
Papers promised by the Colonial Secre- | 


tary will be in the 
Members — by 
day I had 
Colonial Vote. 
Foreign Ottice Vote second. ‘That, I 
think, will be a convenient arrangement, 


hon. 
which 
take the 


hands of 
Tuesday, on 
proposed to 


but it cannot be maintained if the pro- | 
mised Papers are not in the hands of hon. | 


Members. I will defer a statement on 
that point until my right hon. friend can 
inform me on the question. On Monday 
the Government will take the Military 
Bills. I am not certain whether the 


Companies Bill will be down from the | 


Grand Committee, but whether or not 
that is the case, I think it would be rather 


short notice for the Bill to be taken. The | 


Military Lands Bill will be taken first, 
and afterwards the other Military Bills 
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I have put down the | 
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which were advanced a stage yesterday. 
I hope to put down the Naval Reserve 
Bill on the same day. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: What is the 
alternative business for Tuesday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


had time to consider that. 


I have not 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): Will another day be given to 
Army Votes ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No ; they have 


already been discussed. I cannot put 
them down as first Order. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the First 


'Lord of the Treasury whether he can 


state approximately the amount of money 
to be asked for in the Supplementary 
Estimate in connection with the war in 
South Africa; and also approximately 
what portion of the estimated gross cost 
of the war in South Africa will Ireland 


have to contribute. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not yet 
in a position to state what is the amount 
of the Estimate. 


Mr. FLAVIN : I will put the question 
again to-morrow. 


SEA FISHERIES BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 


| with Minutes of Evidence ; Special Report 


brought up, and read. 


Report and Special Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 287.] 


Bill reported, without amendment. 


COMPANIES BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 


\on Trade, ete., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
| be printed. [No. 288.] 
| Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing 
Committee to be printed. [No. 288.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be considered upon Mon- 
| day next, and to be printed. [Bill 304.] 
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|made a very thorough inquiry into the 
whole subject ; it took a large amount of 
| evidence, and ultimately brought in a 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS’ | Valuable and unanimous Report.  Itis not 
SUPERANNUATION (ISLE OF MAN). | necessary that I should deseribe minutely 
3ill to extend The Elementary School | the conclusions at which it arrived, but, 
Teachers (Superannuation) Act, 1898, to | SP aking generally, it reported in the 
Teachers serving in the Isle of Man and | direction of attaching less importance to 





to service as a Teacher in that Island, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jesse 
Collings and Secretary Sir Matthew 
White Ridley. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION (ISLE OF MAN) 
BILL. 

“To extend the Elementary School 
Teachers (Superannuation) Act, 1898, to 
Teachers serving in the Isle of Man and 
to service as a Teacher in that Island,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 305.] 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION (JERSEY). 

Bill to extend The Elementary School 
Teachers (Superannuation) Act, 1898, to 
Teachers serving in the Island of Jersey 
and to service as a Teacher in that 
Island, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Jesse Collings and Secretary Sir Matthew 


White Ridley. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION (JERSEY) BILL. 

“To extend The Elementary School 
Teachers (Superannuation) Act, 1898, to 
Teachers serving in the Island of Jersey 
and to service as a Teacher in that 
Island,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. 
306. | 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
LAND) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 
THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 


LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): This Bill is introduced with 


special regard to the recommendations of | 
cumstances I shall be prepared to make 
inquire into the system of intermediate | that concession to the objectors to the 
education in Ireland. That Commission | Bill, and having given that intimation I 


the Viceregal Commission appointed to 


(Bill | 


| individual results and more importance 
|to tests of general efficiency as the 
;Mmeasure of the grant that should be 
/made toa school. How far legislation is 
/necessary to give effect to its recom- 
| mendation is a doubtful matter; on one 
| point certainly it is requisite, and [ 
ithink we may take it for granted that 
| the Commissioners would not be willing 
to give effect generally to the recom- 
/mendations which they made in the 
absence of special legislation clearly 
enabling them to do so. The Bill pro- 
poses to give powers of a genera] charac- 
ter to the Board—powers which will 
enable them to apply portions of the 
funds at their disposal for the promotion 
| of secondary education in a manner pro 
vided by rules to be made by the Board 
| with the approval of the Lord Lieutenant. 
It has been deliberately drafted in that 
form because it seemed to the Government 
that the provisions of Clause 2 would 
| give sufficient safeguards against any 
abuse of the powers so conferred ; but, in 
addition, it was thought desirable to give 
| them greater freedom than they would 
possess if their policy was absolutely 
limited and circumscribed to the recom- 
mendations made in the body of the Re- 
| port. [ am still of opinion that the Bill 
in that form would be a more useful 
meastire than one limited to the recom- 
mendations of the Committee, because it 
is impossible to say definitely the direc- 
|tion which fresh educational develop- 
ments may take. Just as since 1878 con- 
siderable difference has become apparent 
in the opinions of those interested in 
| education, so in the next twenty years 
| similar differences may arise. But it has 
| been intimated to me that in its present 
form the Bill might prove contentious, 
and that the element of contention might 
be removed if in the Committee stage the 
Government were prepared to introduce 
Amendments confining the scope of the 
sili to the recommendations actually 
made by the Commissioners. In the cir- 
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trust that the Second Reading of the Bill | these defects point: to the most serious 


will be taken without very much further 


discussion. The measure will constitute 


an important step, not only in the cause | 


of secondary education in Lreland, but in 
the cause of education generally in Ire- 
land. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” —(Mr. G. W. Balfour.) 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


The circumstances under which the Bill 
has been brought to a Second Reading 
are such as will probably prevent any 
great contention over its provisions. A 
Bill dealing with this subject cannot, how- 
ever, be disposed of in a few minutes ; 
there must be some reasonable discussion 
of the subject. I do not think it would 
be possible for a more important and 
interesting subject connected with Ireland 
to be brought before the House. It is 
now some twenty years since the inter- 
mediate system of education was estab- 
lishedin Ireland, and ample time has elapsed 
to enable the Irish people generally to 
judge of its merits and demerits, and, 
with regard to the system, the public 
opinion of Ireland has come to three clear 
conclusions. I believe that public opinion 
has come almost unanimously to the con- 
clusion that, looking at the system 
broadly, it has worked a very great deal 
of good in the secondary education of the 


country. It has certainly put an end to 
theapathy and stagnation which prevailed 


in Irish schools twenty-five years ago. 
Interest in the school work has quickened, 
and emulation has been stimulated and 
improved. Boys at school work with 
akeener zest than they did twenty-tive 
years ago, and the standard of secondary 
education has been greatly improv ed 
in every school throughout the country. 
Not the least valuable feature of the 
system is that it has enabled high-class 
secondar y education to be imparted to the 
children” of poorer parents—education 
which it was very difficult for them to 
obtain before the intermediate system was 
introduced. The Irish people under these 
cireumstances are prepared to admit that 
the system has been of enormous benefit. 
But it is equally clear to them that this 
intermediate system has grave defects 
which have been apparent to everybody, 
and I say the fact that we have had to 


Waib over twenty years for a remedy for 


| tionists are represented. 


defect of all—the centralised and irre- 
sponsible educational control which has 
been set up. The Board of Education 
which exercises control over the educa- 
tion of the country consists of seven 
gentlemen, and although I dislike 
intensely alluding ‘unnecessarily — to 
any question of religion, I feel 
bound to point out that of these seven 
gentlemen four are Protestants and three 
Catholics, and it seems rather a strange 
thing that Protestants should _ pre- 
ponderate on a Board which is adminis- 
tering education to boys the overwhelming 
majority of whem are Catholics. This 
3oard is exclusively appointed by the 
Government, and its history for the last 
twenty years shows that it has been for 
the most part absolutely out of touch with 
educational opinion in Ireland. Certainly 
the headmasters of the schools in Ireland 
have had no voice whatever in the 
management of examinations or any other 
matter connected with the work of the 
Department. I believe it is not over- 
stating the case to say that for the most 
of those twenty odd years, certainly for the 
last ten years, no member of the Board has 
had any personal experience whatever of 
seconda wy education in Ireland. I think 
that is a system thoroughly unsound. 
The gravest defect of all is that the 
constitution of this educational control 
is wrong. It is, I believe, without 
parallel in any country in Europe. 
I do not think there is another 
instance in Europe of an educational 
board of this kind which has not asso- 
ciated with it a consultative council, upon 
which the opinions of practical educa- 
I do not pre- 
tend to be completely familiar with the 
educational systems of Europe, but I do 
not believe that in any country there is 
an Education Board appointed by the 


| Government having no association with 





practical education, as happens to be the 
case in Ireland. Even here in England 
—England that is always so slow to 
move in these matters—this Continental 
system was adopted last year. An 
Education Act was passed for England 
which created a consultative council, to 
consist, so far as two-thirds of its members 
were concerned, of persons qualified to 
represent the views of universities and 
other bodies interested in education. The 
first consultative council includes such au- 
thorities as Mr. Dyke Acland, Sir William 
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Hart Dyke, Professor Michael Foster, 


Professor Jebb, Mr. Ernest Gray, Pro- | 
fessor Owens, and others. With such | 
a precedent, surely a similar system 
might be extended to Ireland, and 


you might give us a_ consultative 
council charged with the duty of ad- 
vising the Board on educational matters. 
We have a precedent nearer at home. I 
see the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the South Division of the County of 
Dublin in his place. Last year a measure 
was passed constituting the Department 
of which he is the head, and a provi- 
sion was inserted in it for the creation of 
a consultative council to advise him on 
matters of technical education. The 
principle having, therefore, heen adopted 
in England, and to a certain extent in 
Ireland, I submit that it should be ex- 
tended to the Intermediate Education 
Board, as until that is done that Board 
will continue, as it is, I believe, to-day, to 
be very largely out of touch with educa- 
tional opinion throughout the country. 
This is a reform which, for my part, I 
feel sure is bound to come in the very 
near future. This Bill, however, does 
not propose any reform of this character 
at all. As the right hon. Gentleman has 
most frankly stated, it, on the contrary, 
confers new and enlarged powers on this 
centralised and irresponsible Board. As 
it is drawn, it enormously increases the 
powers of the Board, and if it be passed as 
it stands it will give for all time to the 
Board of Intermediate Education, how- 
ever it may be constituted in the future, 
absolute power to spend its endowments 
in any way it likes. That is a proposal 
which I certainly cannot agree to, neither 
do I believe that the Irish Members of 
this House will assent to it. If the con- 
stitution of the board were amended in 
the way I have suggested, by associating 
with it a consultative council, then the 
objection to giving enlarged powers to 
this Board would almost entirely dis- 
appear; but so long as the Board is 
constituted as at present I believe Irish 
representatives would be false to their 
duty, and false to the best interests of 
education in Ireland, if they agreed to 
pass a measure such as this, giving the 
Board absolute plenary powers. This 
Board may or may not command public 
confidence. 
constitution in the future may be, and it 
certainly seems a rather startling proposi- 
Mr. John Redmand. 


{COMMONS} 


Anson, Mrs. Sophy Bryant, Sir William | 


Nobody can tell what its, 
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tion that we should be asked to give it a 
blank cheque to enable it to do as it 
likes henceforward. This Bill proposes 
to give power to the Board to interfere, 
not merely with the results of education, 
but also with the methods of education in 
every school in Ireland. The schools, ir 

fact, will have absolutely no voice w hat. 
ever, and therefore I say that in my 
opinion it would be a most unwise and 
foolish thing for the Irish representatives. 
to give the Board power to carry out 
Amendments in their system of which 
we know nothing, and which will not be 
submitted for our judgment. I there- 
fore cannot agree to the Bill passing in its, 
present form. With its main object, 
however, I am in perfect accord. That 
object is plain. The history of this inter- 
mediate system is in many respects most 
curious. For upwards of twenty years 
public opinion has been clamouring for a 
change in the Education Board, and the 
anti-reform section of that B Soard, if I may 
so call ic, has been successful in  prevent- 
ing any reform whatever. At last, by 
the exertions of some members of the 
Board, it was induced to ask the Lord 
Lieutenant for an inquiry into the present 
system, and the House will be amused 
when I recall the fact that the inquiry 
that the Board asked for was to be one 
directed by itself; in other words the 
Board of Intermediate Education asked 
that members of its own body should be 
appointed a Commission to inquire into 
the defects or the merits of the system it 
was administering. The Intermediate 
Education Commission which sat was, 
therefore, a Commission consisting 
only of members of the Board 
of Intermediate Education itself. 
The inquiry, though held under such dis- 
advantageous circumstances, still proved 
most valuable. It was held in the light 
of day, and by the very force of cir- 
cumstances the Board were obliged to 
examine as witnesses all those associated 
most closely with educational interests in 
Ireland, with the result that evidence 
was given on every part of the system, 
and the greatest possible light let in as to 
its merits on the one side, and its defects 
on the other. The Commission—rather to 
my surprise, I confess, knowing some of 
the elements on the Board—un: janimously 
agreed to a Report of a most valuable 
character, setting forth a number of very 
important reforms—reforms for which 
|people have been clamouring for a great 
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many years past. It would not be right for 
me to attempt to make this an oppor- 
tunity for any prolonged consideration of 
the Report, but I might say in passing 
that I think the Government ought to 
give Irish Members a proper opportunity 
of discussing the recommendations in that 
Report. ‘}hose recommendations, when 
they become new rules under this Bill, 
will have to be laid upon the Table 
of the House for a certain number of 
days; but we know by experience that 
that does not mean a proper and 
adequate opportunity for discussing 
matters of that sort. They will come on 
late at night when there is no real 
opportunity for discussion, and I think it 
will be only fair if I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman on behalf of the Government 
to give us some sort of understanding that 
before the forty days, or whatever may be 
the number of days during which the rules 
are to lie on the Table elapse, a fair 


opportunity should be given for their 
consideration. lf we have no_ such 


prospect before us I am afraid we will be 
driven to consider and discuss them 
on this Bill—a course which will be in- 
convenient and not in the interest of the 
passage of the measure. All I have to 
say may be summed up in two or three 
sentences. The chief complaint against 
the system of intermediate education in 
Ireland was that it led merely to a 
training of the memory, that it did not 
train the intellect, that it simply crammed 
the mind. ‘The system of competition 
and the system of exclusively written 
examinations were very largely regarded 
as the causes of the deplorable results 
which undoubtedly have followed. I 
regard the first three recommendations 
of the Report as of enormous impor- 
tance. The provision as to the two 
courses will enable boys to obtain the 
advantage of the system by training them- 
selves more on a commercial than on a 
literary or a classical basis, and the first 
two provisions are calculated to put an 
end to the system of cramming, which 
undoubtedly has had very bad etfects in 
the working of the system in Ireland. 
Equally important from this point of 
view is the recommendation which pro- 
vides in certain cases for viva voce as well 
as written examinations, and in certain 
circumstances that the test of the effi- 
ciency of a school should not be solely, as 
heretofore, the results of the examina- 
tions, but should depend upon a certain 
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modified inspection. These are some of 
the main recommendations in the Report, 
and it would be very foolish for anyone 
interested in secondary education in 
Ireland to throw any obstacle in the way 
of those recommendations being carried 
into effect. I must, however, take this 
opportunity of expressing the deep 
regret universally entertained in Ireland 

that there is nothing in the Report deal- 
ing with the study of Irish. Some years 
ago the marks allotted to Irish in the 
programme of the Intermediate Board were 
suddenly, and without any valid reason 
being given, reduced, and they are to day 
considerably below those awarded for 
French, German, or other languages. It 
is a monstrous thing that the langu: ge 
of the country, the ancient language of 
Ireland, should in this way be 
proscribed in the system of interme- 
diate education, and that it should be on 


a lower level than the languages of the 
Continent. If it were in my power, I 


would be delighted to have an oppor- 
tunity of moving some Amendment that 
would insert in the new rules which will 
be based on these recommendations, a 
provision that the marks for Irish 
should he raised to the standard at which 
they stood before, or at least be equal to 
those given for French or German. Let 
ine, however, briefly sum up the position 
I take on this Bill. I am quite willing—I 
am anxious—that the Board should have 
given to them the necessary powers to. 
carry out the recommendations of their 
own Report, and if the Bill is amended 
in the direction indicated by the right 
hon. Gentleman so as to limit these 
powers to carrying out those recommen- 
dations, I think it will be the duty of 
Irish representatives not only not to 
throw any obstacle in the way of this 
Bill, but to facilitate its passage into law. 
I have drafted an Amendment on_ this 
subject, which I propose to put on the 
Paper, and a copy of which I have handed 
to the Government. I do not ask for 
any pledge that the Government will 
acvept the precise terms of that Amend- 
ment, but I do expect the right hon. 
Gentleman to give us a pledge that in 
Committee an Amendment carrying out 
the substance of my proposal will be 
either proposed or accepted by the 
Government. My suggested Amendment 
runs in this way— 


“ And so far as may be required, in order to 
carry into effect the several recommendations 
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contained in the Report of the Intermediate 
Education Commission presented to Parlia- 
ment in 1899, may from time to time apply a 
portion of the funds placed at the disposal of 
the Board,” and so on. 

The Bill, as it stands, enables them in 
future to dispose of the money under 
their control in any way they like, while 
the Amendment | suggest limits their 
power to the spending of the money in 
the carrying out of those particular re- 
commendations embodied in the Report, 
which are before us, and of which we 
approve. I understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to promise that he would 
accept in substance that Amendment, and 
on that understanding I hope the Bill 
will be passed into law. I may be asked 
why, if I take so strong a view as I have 
expressed about the constitution of this 
Board, should I agree to ealarge its 
powers at all? The answer is very plain. 
We all want the constitution of the 
Board altered, and I am strongly in 
favour of associating with it such a con- 
sultative council as exists elsewhere. But 
I have to ask myself—are we, therefore, 
to postpone all the reforms for which we 
have asked and waited for the last twenty 
years! We desire to see the recommen- 
dations of this Report carried into effect, 
and the only way they can be carried 
into effect is by passing this Bill with 
the alteration I have suggested. I should, 
therefore, on the understanding given, 
support the second reading, and I think 
it would be a wise course generally for 
Irish Members to take the same line, in 
the hope that thereby we may obtain 
valuable reforms in the system, and that 
in the constitution of the Board in future 
ve may be able to obtain such a reform 
as I have indicated. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I rise to perform once again the ungrate- 
ful task of criticising the drafting of the 
Bill. The hon. Gentleman opposite has 
told us that this Bill does not provide for 
the preservation of the Irish language. 
I think, at any rate, judging from this 
Bill, that the English language has_be- 
come almost a dead tongue in Parlia- 
mentary drafting. The first section of 
the Bill begins— 

“Notwithstanding anything in the Inter- 
mediate Education (irel: und) Act, 1878, or the 
Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 
1890——” 
notwithstanding anything in those two 
Acts—therefore, before I come to this 
Mr. John Redmond. 
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Bill at all I have to know ev erything in 
those two Acts. Then I turn to 
Section 4— 


“This Act may be cited as the Intermediate 
Education (Lreland) Act, 1900, and the Inter. 
mediate eiccninn (freland) Act, 1878. the 
Intermediate Education (Lreland) Act, 1882, 
and this Act shall be construed as one Act, 
and may be cited collectively as the Inter. 
mediate Education (Ireland) Acts, 1878 to 
1900.” 


Therefore I have got four Acts to read 
together before I can come to a know. 
ledge of what is enacted. ‘hat is hard 
enough, but let me come back to the first 
clause— 

* Notwithstanding anything in the Inter- 
mediate Education (Ireland; Act, 1878, or the 
Local Taxation (Customs and Exeise) Act, 
1890, portion of the funds ——” 


What portion ? 
large portion? 
a word omitted 7? 


A small portion’. A 
Some portion ? Is there 
{It must be Irish. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): If it 
was Irish it would be intelligible. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Certainly as 
it is here put in English it is not intelli- 
zible. You cannot say “ portion.” You 
can say, “a portion,” ** some portion,’ or 
“any portion.” It may be adequate, but 
it does not appear so to me; that is all I 
say. 

“—__ portion of the funds placed at the dis- 
posal of the Intermediate Education Board for 
freland (in this Act referred to as ‘the Board’) 
may, subject to the provise in Sub-seetion (4) 
of Section 5, and to Section 7 of the said Act 
of 1878——— 


First of all you say, “notwithstanding 
anything ” in that Act, and now it comes 
in as part of the Act. This seems to me 
to be another instance of that legislation 
by reference which has been so often con- 
demned in this House. I do not know 
how the English or the Irish Attorney 
General would deal with such a simple 
matter if they had to refer to the Ten 
Commandments or the law against 


murder. I suppose he would say, “ Not- 
withstanding anything in the 20th 
chapter of Exodus, the word ‘wilfully ’ 


should be inserted in the 13th verse,” 
and then I suppose he would say, “This 
Act shall not extend to Ireland.” I 
sometimes ask myself whether the framers 
know what they have in their minds, 
Here is another point to which I invite 
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the attention of the Chief Secretary. 
Sub-section 2 of Clause 1 provides-— 

« All rules made in pursuance of this section 
shall be laid before both Houses of Parliament 
within three weeks after the same have been 
made, if Parliament be then sitting, or if 
Parliament be not then sitting, within three 
weeks of the session then next ensuing.” 


But which end of the session? Is that 
right ? To make that passage intelligible 
you should follow the example set in the 
first part of the phrase and insert— 

“Within three weeks after the commence- 
ment of the session.’ 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: That is the 


common form. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: If that is 
the common form, then it is not intelli- 
gible and it is not plain, and such words 
ought not to be put into an Act of Parlia- 
ment. It is another instance of slovenly 
drafting, and it is neither English nor 
Irish. I do not think the Education 
Commissioners will understand this law, 
and certainly the man who comes down 
to give technical instruction will not be 
able to understand it. I protest against 
this kind of drafting, for the object of a 
draughtsman should be to render that 
which is complicated distinct and clear 
and that which is involved plain, so that 
we may all understand exactly what laws 
we have to obey. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY reminded the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn that the 
object of the drafting of a Bill was that 
nobody should understand it. Had it not 
been for the speech of the hon. Member 
for Waterford he should have been in- 
clined to oppose the measure. He was 
perfectly sensitive of the number of ab- 
surdities that had grown up under the 
existing system of examinations in Ire- 
land, especially in the teaching of modern 
languages. In order to obtain passes 
in French, pupils were instructed to pro- 
nounce the French language as it was 
spelt. As ‘to “cramming,” he could not 
see how pupils could learn anything 
except by cramming. The system 
which it was proposed to abolish had 


to be compared with the system 
which it was intended to __ intro- 
duce. Could any rule which could 
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personnel? The Jaws which were passed 
for Ireland were good enough until they 
reached the judges. The rules under 
this Act might be of a splendid and im- 
partial character, but the moment they 
got away from the practice of this com- 
petitive system and entered upon the ques- 
tion of personnel, then came in religious 
and political controversy, and the schools 
would consider whether the inspector was 
a Protestant or a Catholic, whether he 
was a Jesuit or a member of the Noncon- 
formist conscience. Under the system 
proposed to be set up they would have 
at once, unless the inspectors were almost 
on a level with the angels, a burning 
controversy. They had ‘been told that 
for the first time they were going to have 
superannuation. He did not know how 
this superannuation would scale off all 
this earthly dross. Suppose they ap- 
pointed as an inspector a most learned, a 
most pious, and the most perfect Jesuit 
possible to examine an Orange school— 
say, in Sandy Row—in the elements of 
Euclid. The whole of the pupils might 
find themselves “plucked” by the new 
examiner. In that case was there an 
organ in Belfast that would not be ready to 
contend that this result hadensued because 
a Jesuit inspector had been sent down 4? 
He would take another case. They had 
at the present time, earning large sums, 
Jesuit schools in certain parts of the 
country. Supposing they sent down some 
hard and fast examiner from the north of 
Treland, with very strong theological 
views, to examine a Catholic school in 
Cork which had hitherto earned large 
prizes, was it supposed that they would 
not have the suggestion made that the 
inspector was a person of religious bias ? 
He saw the other day, in a paper in the 
south of Ireland, where it was the custom 
to have an examination in the Catholic 
catechism, that several columns were 
oceupied with attacks on the clergy- 


man conducting the examination, whose 
fairness was called into question. That 


was amongst Catholics. Now it was pre- 
posed, in regard to a Board composed of 
four Protestants and three Catholics, to 
set up a system which was to give satis- 
faction to both sides. He would ask any- 
body who had considered the subject to 
consider the personnel of the examiners, 
even under the competitive system 
and secretly set, and 
imputation what-- 
so far as 


there had been no 
ever of 


unfairness, and 
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he knew no com- 


there had been 


plaint whatever of the existing competitive | 


system. But it was a_ strange fact 
that at the very moment this competi- 
tive system was instituted nearly all the 
examiners were Protestants. 
entire body of examiners who had been 
conducting the competitive system in 
Ireland for the last twenty years, it was 
an extraordinary thing that the learned 
persons set to conduct the examina- 
tions nearly all belonged to the general 
minority of the people in Ireland. His 
hon. and learned friend had mentioned 
the names of the members of that Com- 
mission, and undoubtedly they were ail 
very eminent men. For his part he pro- 
tested against judges of the land being 
appointed members of that body. Why 
did they not mind their own business ? 
To tell him that a lawyer of the eminence 
of the Chief of the bar had not enough 
to do in his own court, and that he had 
to fill up his leisure time and amuse him- 
self in setting problems for the benefit of 
the youth, when he had problems enough 
to discuss in his own court, was an 
absurdity, and a gross absurdity. Either 
the judges had enough to do or they had 
not. If they had not enough to do, 
abolish them. If they had enough 
to do, do not go to the farce of suggest- 
ing that men of that laborious occupation 
could really engage themselves in business 
of this kind. Take Mr. Justice Mathew. 
He was no doubt a very distinguished 
Shakesperian scholar, and a very eminent 
man in many ways ; but was it suggested 
that he had not enough to do on the 
‘bench, or that he ought to be supposed to 
occupy the Long Vacation in considering 
these educational problems? Had the Lord 
Provostof Trinity College not enough todo? 
The O’Conor Don was a man of leisure, 
.a gentleman and a Catholic, and was a 
proper appointment from the point of 
view of a man having time on his hands. 
Then there was the Rev. Mr. Martin, of 
the Theological College, Belfast. He knew 
nothing for or against him, but he thought 
he should be a gentleman sutticiently 
employed in the Theological College. Of 
Mr. David G. Berkley he had _ never 
heard, and he did not know whether he 
came from Belfast or Bantry ; and there 
was the Archbishop of Dublin. The 
majority were hostile in religion and 
politics to the majority of the people of 
Ireland. They were told that in ordinary 
times Ireland was a hotbed of controversy, 


Mr. 7. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


Taking the | 

is 5 ; 
| the Government might bring up a scheme 
for the entire revision of the education 
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but yet a large number of persons of a 
different persuasion to that of the majority 
of the people were appointed to these 
positions. He would be well disposed to 
have this Bill deferred to another session 
and then, perhaps, in a new Parliament 


system. They had stood it now since 
1878, and for his part he would be pre- 
pared to bear the burden for another 
twelve months. The final observation he 
had to make was that he entirely pro- 
tested against this scheme. The first thing 
an office-seeker in Ireland wanted was a 
job; when he got the job he wanted an 
advance in salary ; and when he got the 
advance he wanted a pension. These 
oftice-seekers were all delighted when 


they got the jobs, and they were 
perfectly satisfied ; then their work 


became really overpowering, and they 
claimed an advance of salary, and when 
they got that they wanted a pension. 
Who were these gentlemen? Let their 
names be known. Thoms’ Directory was 
rather vague on the subject, but he would 
back this: that every man who was to get 
a pension under the Bill was a Tory and 
a Protestant. That he was sure of, 
because there was no fear that the 
Government would go out of their way 
to give pensions to Catholics or 
Nationalists. The Bill, as the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn complained, 
was very vague in its drafting ; but as he 
read it, the pension scheme would mean 
a further diminution of the Irish Church 
surplus. The Bill stated that “the 
3oard may, if they think fit, order out of 
the funds at their disposal,” which, of 
course, meant the funds out of the Local 
Taxation Account—which was to that 
extent an ear-marked Imperial Fund— 
and the Irish Church surplus. No burden 
would be placed on John Bull; he was 
too much engaged in South Africa and 
China, and of course the losses in Natal 
must be taken into account. Therefore, 
for the second time in this session, they 
had a raid made on the Irish Chureh 
surplus for the benefit of a particular 
class in Ireland. He protested against it. 
He thought these gentlemen had done very 
well out of the country. They had had 
very little to do in making out these 
examination papers. Look at all the 
examination papers available. There 
were the Home Civil Service examina- 
tion paper, the examination paper 
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for sub-commissioners in Ireland, which 
he recently brought’ before the House, 
and the Indian Civil Service examina- 
tion papers. The officials would only 
have to copy from trem, and for that they 
were to be given pensions. There was a 
great deal to be said for the view of the 
Gaelic League and other societies of that 
kind—namely, to block these Bills and 
then insist on their own views. The 


Government sooner or later would give 
in, and, perhaps, if they would give 


the pensions, the Government would give 
marks in Irish, or something of that 
kind. If they promised the pensions the 
Government might even agree to the 
teaching of the Irish language, and in that 
way, in another session, and, perhaps, in 
a new Parliament, they might get what 
they wanted. His own view was entirely 
against the passing of the Bill, and he 
thought that it was to be regretted that 
the Government had not determined to 
bring forward a comprehensive reform 
of the system now in force. 


Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) : 
After an exceedingly long and full in- 
quiry, at which all creeds and classes in 
lreland were heard, the members of the 
Intermediate Board, among whom were 
Archbishop Walsh and the Provost of 
Trinity College, came to a unanimous 
conclusion on this matter, and I believe 
that this scheme was drawn up by the 
Roman Catholic Archbishop of Dublin 
and the representatives of the Church of 
Ireland and the Presbyterian Church. I 
do not suppose that anyone imagines 


that the Intermediate system in 
Ireland is, or ever will be, a perfectly 
ideal one under existing conditions. 


In working an united system of three 
creeds we must look not only to questions 
of efficiency, but quite as much to ques- 
tions of religion. We must oftentimes 
duplicate officials, not because they are 
wanted, but because they belong to differ- 
ent creeds, Examiners{must be changed 
over and over again for the same reason, 
and under these circumstances you will 
never get an ideal system. All classes in 
Ireland are agreed that the system of pay- 
ment by results, which some years ago was 
popular, has been carried to an extent 
which is extremely injurious to the best 
schools of Ireland, and the real point in this 
Bill is to substitute payment after inspec- 
tion to a greatiextent for payment by 
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results. The three most eminent members 
of the three different creeds in Ireland are 
all agreed that this very important change 
is for the benefit of the poor children for 
whom this intermediate system is intended, 
and I earnestly hope that these proposals, 
having been received with complete 
harmony in Ireland by members of 
different creeds, will not be obstructed or 
opposed by hon. Members, and that this 
piece of good work for Ireland may be 
carried into effect during the present 
session. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I confess I 
hold what I know to be a somewhat 
extreme view on this question. I go so 
far as to differ from the hon. Member for 
Waterford in what he says as regards the 
etfect that has been produced by the 
results system in Ireland. I am a bigot 
on this subject, I admit. I believe, 
although it is a deplorable thing to have 
to say, that intermediate education in 
Ireland is worse to-day than it was fifty 
years ago. I do not expect any Irishman 
to agree with me, but | do believe that 
we have been going backwards. _ I believe 
our fathers had better schools in Ireland 
than we have at the present time. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dublin University, whose authority on 
these matters is great, and who, whenever 
he devotes himself to a speech on educa- 
tion or literature, is always listened to by 
hon. Members on these benches with the 
respect and interest he deserves, drew in 
his speech a most melancholy picture of 
the state of Irish education. He seems 
to accept it as inevitable that Ireland 


.should for all futurity be condemned to 


the miserable circumstances which have 
placed the education of that country in a 
deplorable position. He said practically 
that all the evils connected with education 
in Ireland arose from a conflict of religions 
and the rival claims of different persua- 
sions. I will tell the House what has 
been the root, in my judgment, of the 
unsatisfactory position of the intermediate 
and every other system of education in 
Ireland. It is that when the Intermediate 
Education Act was passed in 1878 no man 
ever thought for a single moment of con- 
sidering it from an educational point of 
view. The Bill was dealt with by the 
Government and by the House, as all Irish 
educational questions are dealt with, from 
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land, and still more from the point of 
view of the Parliamentary exigencies of 
the Government. I have been in this 
House for twenty years, and I confess I 
never heard Irish educational questions 
debated from the point of view of the 
interests of the people or of educational 
advancement. Irish education has always 
been dealt with from the point of view 
of political exigencies, and that is the 
reason it is so unsatisfactory. The speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman shows that he 
has abandoned all hope of ever reaching 
the true ideal of education in Ireland, and 
thinks that we must accept this barbarous 
system of subordinating the educational 
interests of the people of Ireland to 
political exigencies as a_ permanent 
system. The original Irish Intermediate 
Bill was a bad Bill, and the machinery 
for its administration was worse. I will 
give the reason for that. We see 
this extraordinary phenomenon, already 
alluded to by the hon. Member for Water- 
ford: that for twenty years the Irish 
people have been absolutely powerless 
even to demanda reform in the system of 
intermediate education, because the House 
of Commons and the Government of the 
day—with great ingenuity from the point 
of view of their own convenience, but 
with infinite perverseness from an Irish 
educational point of view—saddled us 
with an irresponsible Board, and abstained 
from putting down a single pound on the 
Estimates which would have enabled us 
to discuss the system from year to year. 
The effect of that has been that we have 
been closured and forbidden to debate the 
working of the intermediate system of 
education in Ireland. We have suc- 
ceeded in effecting very considerable im- 
provements in primary education because, 
fortunately, we had on the Estimates a 
large Vote which we were able to discuss, 
and during which we laid our views before 
Parliament, and consequently many of 
our grievances were redressed. But, as 
regards intermediate education, — the 
Government, warned by their experience 
in primary education, constructed an iron 
wall, by which, having passed a very bad 
Bill and set up a very bad Board, they 
have completely muzzled Irish Members 
from discussing the working of the 
system. In my opinion we never will 
have decent intermediate education in 
Ireland until we have a 
or a Board in control of the system 


which will bear the same relation to the | 


Mr, Dillon. 


Minister | 
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| public opinion of Ireland as the English 


Board of Education has to public Opinion 
in this country. We hear about the 
danger to the integrity of the Empire in 
connection with Home Rule. Was there 


a danger to the integrity of the Empire 


in allowing the Irish people to educate 
their own children according to their own 
ideas ? It was part of the system pursued 


/by this country in regard to primary 
v? 


intermediate, and university education 
to compel the Irish people, by taking hold 
of their children, to forget that they were 
Irishmen. In order to stamp out the 
obnoxious spirit of nationalism, the chil- 
dren were never taught the history of 
their own country or the history of 
their language and literature. Although 
that policy had been laid aside, and men 
are now ashamed to admit that it had 
ever been put in force, yet the old 
principles on which the system of educa- 
tion in Ireland was first started still 
live. I want to know on what grounds 
this House denies to Ireland the right to 
educate her own children according to 
the views of the people of that conntry, 
just as you allow the education system of 
England to be cast and recast accord- 
ing to popular sentiment in England. 
Am I to be told that the union of the 
Empire and the interests and integrity of 
the Empire demand this sacrifice at our 
hands ? I doubt very much whether any 
Minister will get up at this time of day 
and say so. The Chief Secretary of the 
Colonies cannot say that, because we all 
remember that in the “ unauthorised pro- 
gramme” which was to be the alternative 
to Home Rule he proposed deliberately 
that the whole system of education in 
Ireland should be handed over to an Irish 
Board. That would be a true system; 
and we would settle this matter among 
ourselves. I maintain that ail these 
religious quarrels which are alleged as an 
excuse for the infamies which have 
destroyed education in Ireland are the 
creation of your interference in Ireland, 
and it is intolerable that you should 
attempt to justify the ruin of our educa- 
tional interests by such flimsy pleas. 
Leave us to ourselves, give us a free 
hand, and in twenty years we will show 
a very different picture from now. 
It is impossible to conceive a ques- 
tion more vitally affecting the future 
generations of our race than that of 
education, and yet when a Bill is 
introduced regarding it, hon. Members 
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who are qualified—none better—to ap-| Now I am sorry to say that, although 
preciate the real ideals on this matter, | this subject was so fully investigated, 
get up from these benches and, with | there is no recommendation in the Report 
gloomy countenance and in a melancholy | in regard to the teaching of the Irish 
voice, accept as the unchangeable fate of | language. If my memory serves me 
Ireland that the education of our children | rightly, it was placed long ago among the 
must be subordinated to vile politics. It is | paying subjects in the schools. 

time for us to put forward a claim on this | 
matter of education which you have so | 
dismally failed to make a success, and that 
you should give it up to some Irish body 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: I fail to see how 

} 
which would be responsible to the people | 

| 

| 

| 

| 


the hon. Member can enter into a 
general discussion of the teaching of the 
Irish langauge and literature under this 
Bill. Of course [ understand that regula- 
| tions are to be made by the Board, and it 
of intermediate education in Ireland, nor | jg possible that the question may arise 
of PY whicl pepe: until rt ag h | under these regulations. It is competent 
ard which will be responsible to Irish | 
Board whicl Ther ot 1 ther |10F the hon. Member to suggest that 
public aes I babe ben <P osenciety ds |from what he has seen in the Report the 
i y s Ss é 2W Words, | e ory : ° 
ee se y “8 - | Board of Education in Ireland should not 
and that is as to the teaching of the Irish | . é 
. ‘V, he | be entrusted with that power; but to 
language and literature. The hon. Mem- : : : 
Bee Fs sets : raise the question of the Irish language 
ber for Waterford said quite correctly | : i : 
: : . : ,,°, | and literature generally is going too far. 
that unfortunately in the Report of the d 
Commission, which is a very able Report | m a ea ; 
in certain respects, there is no mention of | , Mr. T. M. HEALY: Would it not be 
the teaching of the Irish language. That | 1 order to move, as an Amendment, that 
was not because the Commission did | no Bill will be satisfactory to the Irish 
not investigate the subject. They heard people which does not provide for the 
a great deal of evidence upon it. | efficient teaching of the Irish language ? 
The preservation of the old records and 
the ancient literature of Ireland is) *Mr. SPEAKER: I think that would 
a matter of interest to practically all) not be in order. This Bill is for the 
4 ‘ ry = — . . . 
the scholars of Europe. The witnesses creation of a Board which is to make 
i, al 4 e . . . . . 
who came before the Commission regulations in connection with interme- 
gave most interesting and valuable diate education. 
evidence which struck me very much, 


although I confess I have been for twenty- Ma. DILON: 1 tek Fh coe: 
a VATS 3 ; sears Ps se ‘ . ‘ a, ve coir LM -e : ’ > - . 
five years a member of all these national Speaker, will allow me a few moments, on 


scientific associations, and was indeed one : . : 
ne ae si f i “ ‘ a edie ™ point of order, I may make some effect 
ft , ers oO » ASsSOcIatio or e : = 

of the Touncdcers 1¢ ssocla 1 tor th on your mind. 


Preservation of the Irish Language. But ; 
when Professor Atkinson came before the eens ; 
Commission he gave evidence of the most | *R. SPEAKER : I should have said 
seandalous kind. Although the Chief that this ny Bill for entrusting an 
Secretary smiles, I repeat it was evidence @XSUng Board with power to make 
which shocked and disgusted the Ger- Certain regulations. 

man and French scholars who take an 

interest in this matter; and in fact it Mr. DILLON: The Bill is to endow 
attracted a great deal of attention through- yp, 
out Europe. This gentleman, who en- 
joys the hospitality of Ireland and 
rejoices in the receipt of a large salary, 
comes forward and declares that the Irish | land. It seems to me to be at the root 
language and literature are worthless of the question that the Bill be read a 
objects of study, that it is impossible to | second time, whether the Irish people 
teach the [rish language in the schools of have sufficient faith in the Board to 
Ireland, because its literature is so dis- | justify its being entrusted with such 
gusting and filthy that he would be! powers. The object of granting these 
ashamed to allow anybody to read it.! powers is to carry into effect the recom- 


VOL. LXXXVI. [Fourtru Series.j] | T 


of Ireland. My position is that this 
js largely a question of personality, and | 
we shall never have a satisfactory system 


Board with very great additional 
powers which will revolutionise the whole 
system of intermediate education in Ire- 
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mendations of the Board in its own 
Report, and it seems to me that we would 
be clearly in order in discussing the 
nature of the recommendations, because 
there is no object in introducing the Bill 
except to carry out these recommenda- 
tions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
entitled to advance arguments to show 
that the Board ought not to be entrusted 
with larger powers, but he is going far 
beyond that. It is irregular to antici- 
pate what the regulations as to teaching 
Irish may turn out to be, and so to discuss 
the teaching of the Irish language as if it 
were the substantial question before the 
House. 


Mr. DILLON : The point which I was 
trying to address to the House was this. 
In the past history of the Board they 
started by putting the Irish language 
upon the same level as French and Ger- 
man. It is a permissive subject, and that 
is the policy of the Board. There is no 
compulsion for any child coming into an 
Irish school to learn the Irish tongue. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. 
Member is going beyond the scope of the 


Bill. 


Mr. DILLON: Then I fail to see what 
we are to discuss on this Bill, and I shall 
be much obliged if the Chief Secretary or 
somebody else will explain to us. This is 
a Bill to give large powers to the Board. 
If we are not entitled to criticise the 
Board or to discuss the uses which they 
have made of the powers that they 
already have, how are we to discuss the 
question at all? Am I not allowed to go 
into the history and tell the House the 
uses they have made of those powers they 
already have ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have said that the 
hon. Member is entitled to show that the 
Board ought not to be entrusted with 
large powers, but the hon. Member is not 
entitled, because there is a_ particular 
subject with which the Board will have 
to deal in the regulations, to treat that 
subject as a topic for general discussion 
upon this Bill. 

Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


' future. 
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Mr. DILLON: Then I will say that 
this Board has placed the Irish language 
upon the plane of French and German— 
that is to say, on the plane of a foreign 
tongue ; and I think upon that ground we 
are not justified in trusting the Board in 
I now turn to one point arising 
out of it which, I think, is strictly in 
order. This Bill proposes, I think, in 
Clause 2 a certain method by which the 
3oard is to exercise its power. There is 
nothing in the Bill laying down the con- 
ditions under which intermediate educa- 
tion is to be conducted in Ireland in 
future, but it is perfectiy obvious that 
the object of the Bill is to place in the 
hands of the Board the power to 
alter in the most radical manner 
the whole system of intermediate educa- 
tion in Ireland. I am in hearty sympathy 
with the resolution, but I think I am 
entitled to examine the machinery that is 
to carry this into effect. The Bill pre- 
scribes that it should he effected by rules 
which shall lie on the Table of the House 
for forty days. I say that the system of 
education under these new rules will be 
illusory and absurd, and early next session 
—for the rules will not be out this session 
—we ought to get a pledge that a day 
will be given to discuss the new rules, 
when all these matters, which are vital to 
our people, ought to be fairly and fully 
discussed. [I will put the matter a 
little further, and I would ask the Govern- 
ment to make this departure: I would 
ask them to place upon the Kstimates 
some Vote—I care not how small, £50 
or £100 a year—by way of a grant-in- 
aid towards this matter, so that in future 
we may, from year to year, have a right 
to discuss the system of intermediate 
education in Ireland, as we now havea 
right to discuss primary education. | 
think that is only reasonable, as it is 
governed by a Board over which we have 
no control, and upon which the people of 
Ireland are only represented by a small 
minority. 


Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.) thought 
that when the hon. Gentleman described 
himself as a bigot on this Bill he was 
hardly doing himself justice. In all pro- 
bability his (Mr. Rentoul’s) medical edu- 
cation led him to take a view upon the 
subject which would not be taken by 
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those who had not given the same study 
to medica! science. While the Commission 


was sitting to inquire into this matter, | 
a medical man of great eminence wrote to | 


alarge number of his professional brethren 
in Belfast and Dublin upon the question, 
and received from all a reply which spoke 
in terms of the terrible evil that was 
done to intermediate education in Ireland. 
Those letters were far more important to 
his mind than any evidence that was 
given before the Commission, and why 
they were not published in any news- 
paper he did not know. It was from the 
medical point of view that this Bill ought 
to be considered, and therefore he could 
not agree with the first of the three pro- 
positions laid down by the hon. Member 
for Waterford. The hon. Member said 
that the system of intermediate education 
that had been in vogue since 1879 had 
done marked good. No doubt the hon. 
Gentleman spoke from his own experience ; 
but let hon. Gentlemen compare their 
experience with his. The hon, Gentle- 
man’sfirst remark was that boys work with 
greaterassiduity ; that he emphatically and 
entirely denied. In the schools before 
1879—hefore this system of intermediate 
education was started—the assiduity of the 
boys was just as great as at the present 
time. He had been a pupil at four Irish 
schools, and had once had opportunities 
of being in many in connection with prize 
distributions, and he had taken a great 
interest in this subject. Bribery with re- 
gard to education—and he regarded these 
prizes and scholarships as bribery-—had 
been rampant in Ireland since 1879. It 
was simple bribery and prostituting edu- 
cation, and dragging it down from the 
high level on which it ought to stand. 
The cultivation of the intellect ought to 
stand next in importance to the cultiva- 
tion of the soul, though it required a 
greater metaphysician than himself to 
say where the one ended and the other 
began, and he almost despaired when 
bribery and fraud were so rampant. They 
might almost as well offer bribes to people 
to attend to their religious duties. The 
hon. Member then said that the standard 
of education had been raised, and there, 
again, his experience did not coincide 
with that of the hon. Gentleman. As a 
test he would point out that the inter- 
mediate schools, both before and_ since 


1879, had been preparing students fer the | 
university colleges, but, so faras he could 


hear, the standard of examination 
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/ necessary to obtain a scholarship in the 


three Queen’s colleges had not improved. 
The standard of education had not been 
improved at all. If the standard had 
been raised in the intermediate schools, 
clearly the standard in the university 
colleges must have risen too. Some hon. 
Gentlemen only smiled, and that was 
because they did not approve of the 
Queen’s colleges, but that had nothing to 
do with the question. The point was 
that so long as students came into the 
colleges from these schools the colleges 
were the test of the work done in the 
schools. He found on looking over the 
list that Queen’s College, Galway, had 
the honour of having more Members in 
that House than any other university 
college in the United Kingdom except 
Christ Church, Oxford, and that being so 
the scholarships of that college would cer- 
tainly be the test in the matter. Then 
the hon. and learned Gentleman said that 
education by this intermediate system was 
being extended to the poor. Again he 
would ask the bon. and learned Gentle- 
man, before he repeated that statement, 
to investigate and find out whether 
there were more students now 
going on to university education than 
before 1879—whether, in fact, the 
number had increased, and whether inter- 
mediate education had done anything in 
that direction. The hon. and learned 
Member had said that the system had 
many grave defects. There he agreed 
with him at once. He listened with great 
attention and took great pains to hear 
what the many defects were, in order to 
treasure them as the result of the hon. 
and learned Member's experience of the 
subject. As far as he could gather, the 
hon. and learned Member stopped with 
one of the grave defects, and that was 
with reference to the seven gentlemen 
who formed the Board. The grave defect 
there, in the hon. and learned Gentle- 
mind, seemed to be that four 
members were Protestants and three were 
Catholics. 


man’s 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is a 
most unfair statement. J only alluded to 
the constitution of the Board in passing. 
The real defect in the constitution of the 
Board to which I drew attention was 
that it was irresponsible and had net 
associated with it, as have other similar 
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Boards elsewhere, anything in the nature 
of a consultative council. 


Mr. RENTOUL said he should be ex- 
tremely sorry to say anything unfair to 
the hon. and learned Member, but that 


was how the matter struck him. He did 
not gather any other objection. He now 
came to the recommendations of the 


Commission, and he might refer just in a 
sentence in passing to the question of 
teaching the Irish language. He thought 
that instead of letting children waste 
their time in learning Irish it would be 
better to let them learn French and Ger- 
man, or something that would do them 
some good. As for the statement that 
the teaching of Irish was desirable on 
account of its necessity in the investiga- 
tion of old documents, surely it was 
rather trifling with a serious debate to 
put such an argument forward. There 
were not three of the Irish Members in 
that House who, in addressing their con- 
stituents, could speak fifteen words of 
Irish. [Several Hon. MEMBERS: It is 
not true,} Hon. Members said the 
statement was not true. He always 
liked things to be brought at 
once to the test. His test was 
this. Let hon. Members representing 
Irish constituencies who did speak the 
Irish language write letters to the news- 
papers in the Irish language contradict- 
ing the statement. A statement of that 
sort made across the floor of the House 
did not mean much, and recoiled upon the 
gentlemen who made it. He recalled to 
the recollection of hon. Members the 
statement made only a few weeks ago by 
the Lord Chief Justize as to the inutility 
of trying to learn the Trish language. 
As regarded the Commission, one recom- 
mendation was certainly of extreme 
value. He referred to the recommenda- 
tion with regard to having a modern 
school course and a grammar school 
course. The hon. Member for North 
Louth had said he did not see very much 
objection to cramming. He could not 
help thinking that the hon. Member 
must attach a different meaning to the 
word from that which was usual. The 
word education meant the drawing out of 
the mental powers, but cramming was 
the very opposite. What did they mean 
by cramming as understood technically in 
Mr. Johir Redmond, 
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schools? They meant that educational pills 
were prepared, and that 
swallowed. <A portion of history was 
taken, and a few questions were drawn 
up and tabulated with the answers. The 
pupils, without understanding the hearing 
of the matter at all, had to commit these 
questions and answers to memory. They 
knew that was the way preparation was 
done by cramming. The same thing 
applied to languages. In connection with 
Latin or Greek, for example, certain catch 
words, very odd forms of expression,, 
were picked out. They were of very 
little vaine to the scholar, but they were 
generally picked out as catches, and put 
down in the examination paper. Refer- 
ence was made in the debate by the hon. 
and learned Member to the system of 
teaching and examining in modern lan 
guages. Anything more futile than that 
system of teaching could not be imagined, 
It was a fact that the pupils were not 
allowed to pronounce the word at all, lest 
the attempt to pronounce the word should 
have an evil effect on their spelling. That 
was cramming. He advised the hon, and 
learned Member to look into the meaning 
of the word cramming. It was a word 
which was perfectly well-known in the edu- 
cational world. When a tutor was being 
employed at present to prepare a pupil 
privately for the intermediate course he 
had known the question asked, “ Is he a 
good crammer?” They all knew that 
cramming was a means of stunting and 
dwarting the intellect. If any one wanted 
to encourage cramming there was no: 
better means by which it could be done 
than by the intermediate system as it had 
existed hitherto. Many Irishmen con- 
sidered that it would have been better if 
not a single farthing had been spent on 
intermediate education since 1879, and 
that a vast number of shattered constitu- 
tions and early graves were the result of 
the system. Now a change was to be 
made, but it was impossible to say 
whether it would be one atom_ better. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Dublin University said the rules 
would be made by very able men. But 
they did not know what the rules would 
be. It was said that a Report would 
be laid on the Table, and that they would 
have time to consider anc discuss the 
rules. They might be discussed after 
twelve o'clock, and, of course, if the 


discussion took place then there was no 


possibility of teaching the constituencies 
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513 = Intermediate Education 
on one of the most important Bills which 
bad been before this Parliament. To say 
that the members of the Board were well 
meaning, conscientious men who would do 
their best and so forth, did not meet the 
case. No doubt the Government of 1879 
were most anxious to leave on the Statute- 
book an Act that they themselves would 
feel credit in afterwards ; but it seemed to 
him that the Act was worse than useless. 
There was nothing more deplorable in 
education than to be perpetually chang- 


ing the system. They must give 
a plant time to grow before they 
pulled it up by the roots. He 


was not in favour of the proposal pre- 
sented by the Bill; he would rather see 
the question postponed, or the Commis- 
sioners allowed to exercise whatever 
powers they now possessed at their 
discretion without the Bill, than that 
the whole matter should be shelved, as it 
would be if this Bill was passed, for a 
very considerable time. The hon. Mem- 
ber for East Mayo had, as usual, made 
use of the Bill to make some reference to 
Home Rule. It was, however, rather 
unfortunate that he did not look more 
carefully at the result of his argument. 
He said :—‘“ Why is not this matter left 
to the Irish and the different denomin- 
ations! Leave the [rish to manage their 
own affairs.” But that was exactly what 
was done by the Intermediate Board. 
[*No.”] The Board was composed of 
seven gentlemen, every one of whom was 


Trish. 


Mr. DILLON: Nominated by Dublin 
Castle. 

Mr. RENTOUL: What does that 
matter? They were seven men of great dis- 
tinction, and what did it matter if they 
were nominated by Dublin Castle, so long 
as the right men were nominated? — If 
there had been a Home Rule Parliament 
in Dublin they would in all probability 
have nominated these very men. Theve 
was not one of them who could possibly 
have been objectionable to such a Parlia- 
ment. 


Mr. DILLON explained that his point 
was, that whoever was nominated or 
elected should be responsible to a body 
representing the people. 
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Mr. RENTOUL: This Intermediate 
Education Board is responsible to this 
House. [‘ No.”] Then what does this Bill 


mean ? 


Mr. DILLON: It is not responsible. 
Ask the Chief Secretary. 


Mr. RENTOUL contended that if the 
House had power to disestablish the 
3oard at any moment, to take away its 
emoluments, and to change its functions, 
surely the Board must be responsible to 
the House. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo was therefore only weakening his 
argument by bringing in Home Rule by 
such a side wind. It would be fair 
enough to say that these seven gentle- 
men, having acted on a system for 
twenty years, had become more or less 
wedded to that system—-- 


Mr. DILLON : [am sorry to interrupt, 
but I do not want to be misrepresented 
as to my attitude towards these gentle- 
men. These gentlemen have acted ona 
system imposed upon them by _ this 
House. They are not wedded to that 
system, because they are now seeking 
power to depart from it. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman is therefore misrepre- 
senting me in this matter. What I was 
trying to bring out were the evil results 
of not having some administrative body 
conducting the education of the country 
responsible to public opinion in Ireland. 


Mr. RENTOUL would not willingly 
misrepresent the hon. Member, but that 
was how he understood his argument. 
The position taken by the hon. Member 
for Waterford in support of the Bill was 
not one in which he would be backed by 
the public generally. The question was 
whether this large grant of money was 
well or ill spent. Opinion upon that sub- 
ject varied along a considerable line. 
Some people held that the Intermediate 
Grant had been the greatest educational 
curse of any land or age. That was one 
extreme. The other was that the grant 
had been the greatest possible boon to 
the people of Ireland. Moderate people, 
however, whe had studied the matter had 
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present administered was of no value to 
the country, and that a complete and 
drastic change was needed, The question 
was, would that change be made by the 


Report which would be laid on the Table ? | 


And if it was not, would there be any 
opportunity in which the matter could 
he fully discussed, so that something 
might be done which would be of perma- 
nent value to the country ? 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyroue, N.) : 
I shall not detain the House at any length, 
but I must express my agreement with 
one observation, and only one, of the hon. 
and learned Member for North Louth. I 
believe this is one of the most important 
Bills that has been introduced by the 
present Government or could be intro- 
duced by any Government. It is a Bill 
which will materially affect the education 
of the youth of Ireland of every 
and denomination; and anything that 
controls and affects the education of the 
youth of a country determines more than 
anything else can do the future destiny 
of that country. I have been a close 
observer of the working of the Inter- 
mediate Education Act, living as I have 
done in [reland al] my life, and being 
brought into contact with youths who 
took advantage of the Act and with 
youths who were educated before the 
intermediate system came into operation. 
The result of my experience is that the 
Intermediate Education Act was, on the 
whole, a benefit to Ireland. It was not 


class 


an unmixed boon, but it was very 
far from being an unmixed evil. I 
cannot agree with those who think 


the general education in Ireland has 
not progressed under the influence of 
the Intermediate Education Act ; but in 
saying that I am far from contending 
that the system is not capable of very 
great improvement. I may say in passing 
that it is perfectly vain to expect that 
youths can be stimulated to a great 
amount of work and exertion unless some 
species of prize or inducement is held out 
to them. There may be individuals of 
such very superior temperament and con- 


stitution as under the ideal of the cele- | 


brated Dr. Arnold might enter the arena 
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average of human nature. This applies 
not merely to youths, but also to men in 
‘every stage of life. The majority of man- 
kind are striving for garters, stars, 
ribbons, or decorations, and they under- 
go great risks and perils in the anxious 
struggle. [ have often heard it. said 
with regard to examinations of all sorts, 
“Oh, what a desperate system cramming 
is!” Cramming may be abused, but 
cramming really is nothing but devoting 
yourself night and day to certain subjects 
of study which are set before you. After- 
wards, when you are subjected to exami- 
nation, the result of that toil and labour 
comes forth, and the industrious boy is 
singled out from the idle boy. 

not what 


Mr. RENTOUL: That is 


cramming means. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: We will not 
dispute about words. I do not under- 
stand cramming to mean anything drawn 
out of a man, nor do I understand educa- 
tion to mean anything drawn out of a 
man. If that were so, what wouid be the 
use of education, the object of education 
being to improve the intellect and the 
morale which are essentially bound up in 
the man? But to come to the Bill itself. 
After the speech of the hon, Member for 
Waterford I should be very sorry indeed 
to throw any difficulty in the way of the 
Second Reading, but whether the Bill will 
be a good or a bad bill depends alto- 
gether upon the rules which are made 
under it. I myself would have preferred 
that it was postponed ; I would like to 
have seen it brought in as a part of a 
great scheme regulating the entire system 
of the education of Ireland. The whole 
system requires overhauling. This is only 
a step towards reaching a system of edu- 
cation which is so much wanted in Ireland, 
and on which the prosperity of the 
country so much depends. — If the rules 
are framed in such a way as to hold out 
equal advantages to all classes of the 
community, and if the House has a proper 
opportunity for discussing and amending 
those rules, I see in this Bill the nucleus 
‘of what may turn out to be a very useful 
measure, and in that view I shall 
support the Second Reading. 


of study and reach the goal without any | 


material inducement being held out to 


them. But such are the few and the 
exception, and we must legislate for the 


Mr. Rentoul. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
|The hon. and learned Member for East 
| Down said that he did not know what 
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rules were going to be made by the 
Commissioners if this Bill passed. If I 
was in a similar state of ignorance I 
would vote against the Second Reading 
of the measure; but I wish to state in the 
presence of the Government what I 
understand to be the actual state of the 
ease. The Bill in its present form would 
enable the Intermediate Board to make 
any rules they liked at any time in 
relation to the duties they have to per- 
form. To that proposition I offer the 
strongest possible opposition. The hon. 
Member for Waterford stated, however, 
that the Government had agreed to 
accept an Amendment limiting the power 
of the Commissioners to make rules on 
the lines of the recommendations con- 
tained in their Report. That being so, 
we are not in ignorance of what the 
Commissioners are going to do. We 
may not know exactly what they are 
going to do, but we do know the main 
lines upon which their work will proceed. 


If I am wrong in that, I will vote 
against the Second Reading, — but 


otherwise I shall vote for it. 
I have no hesitation in saying 
that if any rule is made contravening the 
general recommendations of the Report 
it will be a breach of faith on the part of 
the Government and of the Commis- 
sioners. If, however, as the right hon. 
Gentleman has indicated, it will be abso- 
lutely illegal to make any rules contrary 
to those recommendations, I have the 
strongest reason for supporting the Bill, 
because T approve of thoge recommenda- 
I think there is no difference of 
opinion on that point. Nobody, except 
the hon, and learned Member for North 
Louth, and the right hon. and learned 
who has just spoken, has 
defended cramming, and I am not sure 
that either of those two Gentlemen would 
defend cramming properly understood. 


tidiis, 


Gentleman 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: I do not de 
fend cramming. I gave a definition of 
what [ understood cramming to mean. 


Mr. CLANCY: The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman does not defend the 
system by which at present subjects of com- 
paratively little use are taught, and he 
does not defend the physical injuries re- 
sulting from overwork in connection with 
Nobody in the House de- 


examinations. 
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fends those things, and the recommenda- 
tions of the Report go to remedy those 
defects, and when I know that the Bill 
will simply enable those recommendations 
to be carried out I have no hesitation in 
supporting the Second Reading. 


Sir JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) 
cordially agreed with nearly all that had 
been said by the hon. Member for Water- 
ford, understanding that all that was 
intended was to give the Board power to 
carry out the unanimous recommenda- 
tions of the excellent Commission that 
took so much evidence in connection with 
intermediate education. He looked with 
a certain amount of fear upon the 
tremendous power put into the hands of 
the inspectors to say whether or not the 
quality of the teaching given by a par- 
ticular teacher was efficient. He freely 
admitted that if any consultative system 
could be married to the existing system, 
if the Commissioners could come down 
more immediately to the parties who 
were to be educated, if they could see 
more to the detail of the work, if they 
could appreciate the difficulties of the 
teachers and thoroughly understand the 
educational work from that point of view, 
a very great advance would be made, and 
he hoped the day was not very far distant 
when that would be done, and there 
would be a union or fusion between 
the governing body of the Education 
Department in Dublin and the general 
working body in the particular districts. 
He was deeply interested in the vexed 
question of the Irish language. He was 
in favour of it being taught, but 
it must be subsidiary to the language 
which would enable the youth of 
the country to compete in the 
struggle of life. Care must be taken that 
the education given did not in any way 
interfere with the broadening of the 
horizon of the youth of the country. By 
teaching them Irish only, the sphere of 
their labour would be circumscribed ; but 
if the language were taught as Latin was 
taught—as a means of understanding the 
records of the country and the beauties 
of its literature—it was desirable that 
every Irishman should have a smattering 
of his own language. Higher marks, 
however, must not be given for [rish, and 
lower marks for Euclid or for French or 
German—— 
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*Mr. SPEAKER drew the attention of 
the hon. Member to the fact that he was 
now getting into a discussion of the 
merits of the Irish language. 


Srrk JAMES HASLETT thereupon 
concluded his remarks by saying that he 
supported the Bill, believing that the 
rules to be made would be rules to carry 
out the unanimous recommendations of 
one of the best Commissions which had 
ever sat upon this question in Ireland. 
As the Biil merely empowered the Board 
to give effect to those recommendations, 
he thought it was a measure which should 
receive the sanction of the House. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
bour): While I quite agree that the 
promised acceptance of the suggested 
Amendment of my hon. friend has com- 
pletely changed our attitude towards this 
Bill, I think it is nevertheless our duty 
to protest against this system of treating 
so Important a question as_ the education 
of the Irish people by a Bill which on its 
face really discloses none of its main 
features, as such a measure should do 
under the circumstances. It isa very 
deplorable thing that when a Bill was 
bemg introduced the rules in accordance 
with the Report should not have been 
presented to the House. I also agree 
with the hon. Member for East Down 
that it is much to be regretted that we 
should enter upon a system of education 
as an experiment, and that after a year 
or two the whole system should be com- 
pletely changed again. As the whole 
value of the Bill depends upon the rules 
which will be made under it, it is an ex- 
traordinary thing that we are precluded 
from considering those rules in the 
present debate, and that we should 
be precluded in all future debates 
from considering this entire question 
of the system of education in Ireland. 
This Bill enables the Commissioners to do 
a certain thing, and but for the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Waterford, 
which has been accepted, we should have 
been hopelessly in the dark, and we should 
have had no future opportunity of review- 
ing the system set up by the new rules. I 
quite agree in the general condemnation 
of the system of intermediate education 
as practised up to the present time, but I 
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extent of entirely condemning the result 
system. I believe a judicious system 
should combine both the stimulus to the 
individual pupil and the stimulus to the 
efficiency of the school as a whole, | 
could not go at all with the hon. Member 
for East Down in condemning as demora- 
lising the giving of prizes as a stimulus to 
study. I think the hon. Member has gone 
too far, and Ido hope that, in the rules 
which are to be adopted, the general effi- 
ciency of the schools will be very carefully 
considered, while at the same time means 
should be found of inducing individual 
pupils to strike out to obtain those marks 
of distinction which, after all, have not 
been injurious to the result system. [ 
think when this House gives its approval 
to these new rules we should have the full 
means of ascertaining whether the measure 
is suitable to the country or not; and 
though I am prepared to support the 
Second Reading upon the promise which 
has been given, | do protest against the 
system of introducing a complete change 
in the system in the manner which has 
been adopted, for it commits the House 
to rules without our knowing exactly what 
those rules are. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I think 
it is very unfortunate that these rules 
were not presented along with the Bill. I 
understand that the Government, while 
not in a position to state the exact rules, 
have pledged themselves that the money 
shall be laid out on the main lines of 
the recommendations of the Commission, 
and that promise meets our view. | 
think, however, that it is scandalous that 
we are asked to pass a Bill of this impor- 
tance in this way. We hope an ample 
opportunity will be given by the Govern- 
ment to discuss this question, not after 
midnight, but at a proper and reasonable 
hour. As far as educational matters in 
Ireland are concerned, owing to the way 
in which the Irish Estimates are arranged, 
wenever have an opportunity of discussing 
the educational policy of the Government. 
In my district I may say that the gravest 
disappointment will be evinced at the way 
in which this subject has been dealt with. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
have no intention of delaying the House, 
but it appears to me that a subject of 
this importance deserves the serious 
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attention of the House of Commons. The 
education of the people is really the most 
important subject that could engage the 
attention of the legislature at the present 
time. What do we see when we look 
around to other countries, such as the 
United States, Germany, or France, or 
any other great legislative bodies 4? Can 
any Member of this House imagine that 
a subject of this importance would be 
brought in by such a_ skeleton Bill, 
pledging us to principles of this kind, in 
any of the Parliaments in the countries I 
have alluded to? Lam not going to enter 
into detail, but as an Irish Member I 
protest against this system, for it is not 
treating a great subject with that 
attention which it deserves. This 
intermediate education 
is one which requires immense care 
and debate by trained  educationists. 
To expect a Bill like this to be accepted 
practically without debate is not treating 
respectfully this great subject of educa- 
tion. I think the Bill ought to contain 
something more than the carrying out of 
the recommendations of this Commission. 
The National Board of Education should 
not be constituted as it is at present, for 
it is really an irresponsible nominated 
Zoard with extraordinary and extensive 
powers of expending money which is 
contributed by the ratepayers, who have 
no control whatever over that expendi- 
ture. Asa taxpayer and as a representa- 
tive of the city of Dublin, I object 
entirely to that principle. I say that the 
people should have some control over the 
Board of National Education, who really 
govern the whole system of education in 
Ireland. It may be alleged that the 
House of Commons has a certain control 
over this expenditure. I deny that, be- 
cause, Owing te the way the Votes are 
taken for national education, the question 
does not come within our purview. We 
have no opportunity whatever given 
us of controlling the actions of these 
gentlemen, and the result is that 
we ‘have a_ system of — so - called 
national education which is anti-[rish, and 
which omits to teach the principal thing 
which an Irishman ought to know. ‘The 
lrish language is not taught, and I have 
been requested to ask that Irish should 
be taught in every national school, and 
more particularly in the southern districts 
of Ireland, where the Irish language is 
I cannot under- 
stand why the Commission omitted any 
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reference to a matter upon which there is 
| such a large amount of popular feeling at 
the present time, and I[ trust the right 
hon. Gentleman will give us some gleam 
of hope that this matter will receive atten- 
tion. I am prepared to vote for the 
Second Reading, but I do so very un- 
willingly. I say that the manner in 
which education in Ireland has been 
carried out is exceedingly unsatisfactory, 
and we have no definite guarantee as to 
| what improvement is going to take place 
except the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee. These recommendations do not 
satisfy me, for I think the Irish people 
ought to have some _ control over 
the National Board of Education, and 
the people should have some control 
over the funds which they provide. 
They have neither control nor influence 
under this Bill, and in this respect it is 
very unsatisfactory. I have no intention 
of further delaying the House except to 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill to give a favourable 
answer to the request which has been put 
forward in regard to the teaching of the 
Irish language. The present system of 
intermediate education in Ireland has 
done much harm to the rising generation, 
because, instead of being given a useful edu- 
cation, they have been taught something 
which has not enabled them to obtain 
employment, and the system has been 
manufacturing an article for which there 
was no demand. Manual instruction has 
been altogether neglected, and un- 
doubtedly the results have not been satis- 
factery. I have no faith in the system 
of cramming. There was no_ inter- 
mediate system where I was educated, 
but there was cramming, and I confess 
the result was that I forgot all about the 
subject in a very few weeks. The 
system of cramming is altogether wrong. 
There is one other matter which to my 
mind is a very serious defect. Under the 
present system the smart children are 
taken out of certain schools and placed in 
better schools, and I think that isa wrong 
system. I think every boy and girl 
ought to get equality of treatment. I 
trust the right hon. Gentleman will give 
some expression of opinion as to the 
constitution of this Board of National 
Edueation, which I trust will be made 
responsible to somebody, for at present 
they are responsible to nobody. 1 hope 
that an opportunity will be given to the 
House to discuss and debate these rules 
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so that we may know exactly what system 


of education is to be introduced in Ireland | 


in the future. Our educational system 
means either the ruin or the prosperity of 
the country, for education is the main 
factor in progress, and a more important 
thing could not be discussed in_ this 
House. The question is non-political and 
non-sectarian, and every man must be 
affected by the intellectual progress of 
the community amongst whom he resides. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork) said 
that the refusal of the Government and 
the Education Commissioners to give to 
Ireland the bilingual system which had 
been given to Wales was an infamous 
conspiracy against the Irish language. 
The Government and the Commissioners 
appeared to have as much terror of the 
Irish language as they would have if 
Mauser Rifles were to be placed in the 
hands of the people. 


Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): In regard 
to the Amendment which the Govern- 
ment have agreed to accept, I think it 
will Le very necessary for us to first get 
the assent of the Government to the sug- 
gestion made by the hon. Member for 
East Mayo in reference to the desirability 
of giving the House an opportunity of 
discussing the rules, although they are 
restricted to the recommendations made 
by the Commissioners. There is one very 
important pecuniary question which may 
arise in regard to the rules which are to 
be made. Under the system which has 
hitherto existed the amount given to 
masters of schools and colleges for results 
has averaged £50,000 a year, while the 
amount given to students as prizes has 
been something less than £18,000 a year. 
It should be quite possible in making the 
rules to reduce to a much smaller propor- 
tion than £18,000 the amount devoted to 


prizes for competitors in the class exami- ' 


nations which it is proposed to substitute. 
I altogether disagree with the right hon. 
Gentleman in his view that intermediate 
system has resulted in cramming, because 
anyone who knows the nature of the 
questions set in examination papers 
could not possibly make this mis 
take, for those questions could not 
be answered effectively by anybody who 
had been crammed. ‘The effect of cram- 


Mr. Field. 
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/ming depends upon the kind of question 


the examiner puts, and examiners can toa 
great extent prevent or mitigate the ex- 
istence of the evils of cramming by the 
nature of the questions they set. I think 
it would be a great misfortune for inter- 
mediate education if the annual grant 
which has hitherto been given in prizes 
should be reduced. Undoubtedly it is 
not the amount of these fees which have 
been given to the masters of colleges that 
has produced the success in the system, 
but it is the amount given to the pupils 
which has induced them to pay more 
attention to their studies than they did 
under the old system of education which 
existed in Ireland before the Intermediate 
Education Act was passed. I believe the 
result of increased grants to the masters 
would have a tendency to increase cram 
ming, for it would then be to the advan- 
tage of the masters to prepare a certain 
number of pupils, and so prepare them 
that they would get as the result of the 
examination a very large proportion of the 
result fees. The recommendations of the 
Committee will prevent the adoption of 
a general pass examination and the possi- 
bility of cramming. There is another ques- 
tion which has been mentioned asone of the 
evils of the intermediate system. I be- 
lieve that there is real ground for the 
assertion that there has been over pres- 


sure, which is a different thing to 
cramming. Over-pressure has existed to 


a very great extent in the intermediate 
schools, and the result has been that a 
great many pupils have been practically 
ruined in sight and in other ways. Possibly 
the new system will to some extent 
diminish this over-pressure. I think the 
Government ought to consent to the sug- 
gestion made by the hon. Member for 
East Mayo that when the rules have been 
drafted and laid on the Table of the 
House we should be given an_ oppor- 
tunity of discussing them, because it is 
possible, with the very wide discretion 
the Commissioners possess, that they 
may make rules which would be very ob- 
jectionable to the people mostly in- 
terested in the system, For that reason 
| think the House ought to have an 
opportunity of discussing the rules. Itis 
also very desirable that every year the 
House should have an opportunity upon 
the Estimates of discussing the question 
of intermediate education, and of dealing, 
for the public benefit, with the manner 
in which the Commissioners carry out 
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their duties under the Intermediate | should have taken the money for these 


Education Act. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
said he wished to know whether the super- 
annuation proposed in Clause 3 was to 
come out of the Irish Church Fund or 
out of the money set aside for the benefit 
of intermediate education in Ireland. 
From the 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR 


Intermediate Education Fund. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: Then you are 
diverting the this 
House for education, and you are handing 
it over to a certain officials. 
This money was granted for a special pur- 
pose, and you are devoting it now for a 
purpose entirely different. That is nota 
matter which Members of this 
ought to The amount of money 
for encouraging intermediate education 1s 
small enough already, and for this House to 


money set aside by 


class of 


House 
pass. 


take away any large portion of that amount 
would be a very unfortunate matter. I 
think the Government might find a sum 
somewhere else instead of putting their 
hands upon the fund at the disposal of 
the Intermediate Commissioners. 
heard a great deal about cramming, but I 
donot know what is meant. If you do not 
hold out some promise of a reward to 
students for their industry and_perse- 
verance, they will not apply themselves 
so much to their studies. I hope the 
Commissioners will not believe that the 
majority of the Irish people are opposed 
to any efforts they may make to encour- 
age pupils to put themselves to the test 
and bring out to the very full their mental 
capabilities. I have no sympathy at all 
with the remarks which have been made 
upon this question of cramming. I think, 
however, that this proposal is running in 
a wrong ‘direction, tor it is diverting “the 
money which should be given to those 
who apply themselves to study, and the 
money should be used as a stimulus 
in this direction. I think it is un- 
fortunate that this Fund should be 
cut into by the Government in order 
to grant annuities to these officials. 
I think the Gov ernment might very well 


let the Fund stand for the. purposes for | 
intended, and that they | 


which it was 





| pensions from some other source. 


| 


I have | 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and cominitted. 
for Monday next. 


IRISH EDUCATION BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : This second 
Bill dealing with education in Ireland has 
been introduced in order to facilitate the 
carrying out of a reorganised scheme for 
the payment of teachers which has been 
already adopted by the Commissioners of 
Education, and which is embodied in the 
Blue-book laid on the Table of the House 
the other day. Over three-fourths of the 
sum available for the payment of teachers 
in Ireland the Commissioners at present 
have the right of free disposal. It is only 
as regards a sum of about £250,000 that 
the Commissioners are in any way limited 
as to the manner in which it should be 
distributed. The effect of this Bill, if 
passed, will be to give the Commissioners 
the same free hand over the distribution 
of this £250,000 as they already have 
over the remaining three-fourths of 
the total sum available for the payment 
of teachers. When I introduced 
this Bill I said that it was not absolutely 
necessary for the purpose of carrying out 
the new scheme that the Bill should be 
passed. Perhaps I ought to explain a 
little more in detail what I meant by that 
statement. The payments which the 
teachers will receive under the schedule 
will in every case include all the remune- 
ration they now receive. Their present 
incomes will, as a matter of fact, be 
covered by the consolidated salaries paid 
to them under the provisions of this Bill, 
and the reorganised scheme could have 
been carried out from a legal point of 
view without this Bill at all. It may be 
asked, then, why we have decided to intro- 
duce it. One reason is that it is desirable 
to have this Bill on the Statute-book, 
because, although it is not necessary for 
the purposes of the scheme, yet it will re- 
move certain difficulties which, although 
they do not amount to legal obstacles, it 
is desirable should be removed. It may be 
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frankly admitted that the schedule did 
not contemplate consolidated salaries to 
the teachers, and, therefore, it is just as 
well that this Bill should be put on 
the Statute-book. But there is another 
and more practical reason why this Bill 
should be passed. Unless it is passed, the 
Commissioners may be called upon by any 
teacher to show that, as a matter of fact, 
the consolidated salary to be paid to him 
covers the remuneration he now receives. 
There would be no ditliculty in proving 
that in every case the necessary con- 
ditions have been fulfilled, but it would im- 
pose a very considerable amount of labour 
indeed on the staff of the Commissioners. 
I understand that the Synod of the 
Church of Ireland have raised certain 
objections to this Bill, on the ground that 


it will take away some of the advantages | 


which small schools now possess. In my 
opinion, and in the judgment of the Com- 
missioners, that view is absolutely un- 
founded. It is admitted that small 
schools, having from ten to nineteen 
pupils, will undoubtedly benefit pecuniarily 
under the scheme, and I think also that 
schools having from twenty to twenty- 
* five pupils will also benefit pecuniarily. 
It is perhaps right that I should call 
attention to the fact that the Commis- 
sioners have not yet published the salaries 
of the different grades, because a great 
deal of calculation is required before the 
salaries can be finally fixed; but I may 
safely say that the consolidated salaries 
will cover every part of the teachers’ 
present remuneration, and if the Bill is 
passed there is absolutely no fear of any 
injustice being done, or that any teacher 
in any small school will suffer under the 
new rules. But, as I have already stated, 
the Bill is not absolutely necessary for 
the scheme of the Commissioners, and if 
there is a disposition on both sides of the 
House that the Bill should not be insisted 
on I will give way to that pressure, because 
the Leader of the House has already 
stated that it is not our intention to press 
any of these Irish Bills if they are 
opposed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This will be a con- 
venient time to inform the hon. Member 
for Waterford that the Amendment on 
Mr. G. W. Balfour. 
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the Paper in his name, by which he 
proposes to raise the question of the 
teaching of the Irish language in 
elementary schools, is not in order, 
The Bill proposes merely to abrogate the 
rules under which the distribution of 
grants-in-aid is now made, and to autho- 
rise new rules for that purpose, and any 
Amendment raising discussion as to the 
subjects or methods of education would be 
out of order. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: After your 
ruling, Sir, it is impossible for me to dis- 
cuss on this motion the question I was 
most anxious to raise—namely, the teach- 
ing of the Irish language in these schools 
in Ireland. I must only bow to your 
ruling, Sir, and postpone that question 
until to-morrow, when we will have the 
Education Vote before us. That topic of 
discussion having been taken away from 
me, | do not propose to detain the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman has stated 
that in his opinion this Bill is not abso- 
lutely necessary, and that if it were so 
desired by the Irish Members he would 
have no objection to postponing it. [ 
have had no opportunity of gathering the 
opinion of the Irish Members on the sub- 
ject, but I do not think that [I am very 
far wrong in interpreting them to be in 
favour of the postponement of this Bill. 
We take a very strong view of the action 
of the Government in not affording us 
an opportunity of discussing the system 
of new primary education in Ireland. _ It 
is true we may discuss it to-morrow, but 
one sitting is quite insufficient for the 
discussion of the question of the Irish 
language and also for the discussion 
of this elaborate system. We _ feel 
very strongly that we have not been 
properly treated by the Government in 
this matter, and as we are practically 
prevented from discussing the details of 
the scheme, I, for my part, think the best 
course would be to let the Bill stand over. 
If necessary, let it be introduced next 
year, when we will be in a better position 
to understand the working of the new 
system. For these reasons I will move 
the adjournment of the debate. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: If the Government 
propose, as is suggested, to adopt the view 
of the hon. Member, the better course 
would be to move that the Order be dis- 
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charged and the Bill withdrawn. That 
ought to come from the right hon. Gentle- 
man in charge of the Bill. 


Mr. DILLON: Before the right hon. 
Gentleman answers, I should like, Sir, to 
be perfectly clear as to the scope of your 
ruling. You willsee that it has a bearing 
on the question raised by the hon. Member 
for Waterford. I understood you, Sir, as 
well as I could catch your last ruling, to 
state that it was not within our power to 
discuss the methods of education in Ire- 
land. Therefore, if this Bill were intro- 
duced next year we should be debarred 
from discussing any of the new rules. 
‘he object of this Bill is to put it within 
the power of the Commissioners to alter 
the whole system of education in Ireland. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Not to alter the 
subjects of education, but the distribution 
of the funds. 


Mr. DILLON: I am not prepared to 
argue that the Bill directly concerns 
particular subjects, but it does  abso- 
lutely concern the methods of education, 
because the sole and only object of the 
Bill is to enable revolutionary changes to 
be carried out with reference to national 
education in Ireland. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: It is not a Bill on 
which the methods or subjects of educa- 
tion can be discussed. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) : Our difticulty 
is this. Lasked a question this afternoon, 
and I was nonchalantly informed that my 
inquiry was useless, and that it was im- 
possible to discuss the rules and regula- 
tions because they were already in opera- 
tion. Then what is the necessity for the 
il? Our position is exceedingly 
difficult, and it would be far better if the 
Bill were postponed. 


Mr. DILLON: On the question of the 
Second Reading, and before the Chief 
Secretary states whether he will with- 
draw the Bill or not, I assume I will be in 
order in discussing the points mentioned 
by the right hon. Gentleman in intro- 
ducing this Bill. His first point was of 
great importance. He stated that unless 
this Bill were passed any teacher could 
call on the National Board to prove that 
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the sums to which he was entitled under 
the old scheme were covered by the gross 
sum under the new scheme. Therefore 
one effect of this Bill would be to deprive 
National teachers of their right under the 
law to call on the Commissioners to prove 
that their allocation of salary was accu- 
rate. If the Bill passes they will be 
deprived of that right. I dare say that 
the new system will be a better system, 
and that no teacher will really suffer. 
But that is not the view of the teachers 
themselves, and I do not think it is un- 
natural that they should be anxious, 
when the old system is to be revolu- 
tionised, and that they should be un- 
willing to part with any right they have 
until they see the actual figures of the 
new scheme. We know perfectly well 
that, on the admission of the Treasury 
themselves, the teachers were by a mis- 
calculation deprived of large arrears, some 
of which we subsequently got by repeated 
debates in this House. Anyone who 
listened to the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman must have realised that the 
subject is one of great complexity, and it 
is therefore not at all wonderful that the 
teachers should be uneasy and unwilling 
to part with the rights they have 
until they are satisfied that they will not 
be damaged by the provisions of the 
new scheme. As I understood the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman, he stated 
categorically that the teachers, if this 
Bill were passed, would lose the right 
of calling on the Board to prove that 
their salaries had not been reduced. I 
think the hon. Member for Waterford is 
most wise in calling on the Government 
to postpone this Bill until we have time 
to study and consider the figures and 
details of the new scheme. While I take 
that view, | think it is only just to state— 
and I know f am speaking the mind of 
the hon. Member for Waterford and other 
Irish Members—that we recognise in this 
new scheme and these new rules for in- 
termediate education in Ireland a develop- 
ment of a new spirit of educational 
reform. I regard it as a result of the 
appointment to the Board of certain 
individuals whose names I[ need not 
mention, and who have brought a new and 
a better spirit into the Board. We are 
heartily in sympathy with the main 
principles of these changes, and while 
there is no dispute as to principle, ! think 
it is only fair we should take up this 
attitude in order to safeguard the in- 





531 
terests of the teachers and preserve their 
rights. After your ruling, Sir, it is 


Agricultural 


{COMMONS} 








Holdings Bill. 532 


|move, That the Order be discharged and 
the Bill withdrawn. 


manifest that this Bill will afford no foot- | 


hold for discussing the general methods 
or subjects of education in Ireland. 
Next session we shall only be able to 


examine the financial aspects of these | 


changes as they affect the salaries of 
the teachers, and there we 
stopped. For these reasons I think 
the Government ought to give us an 


opportunity early next session of dis- | 
cussing both the intermediate ~ system | 


and these revolutionary changes. I think 
we are entitled to make that demand. 
We have been cut down to three days for 
Irish Estimates, and it may be next July 


Motion for Second Reading, by leave, 
withdrawn. 


\ 


Bill withdrawn. 


shall be | 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 


[THIRD READING. ] 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


before they will be reached, and the new | 


system will then be in operation for more 
than a year. I would respectfully urge 
the Government that we should be 
afforded an opportunity for discussing 
these matters early next session. 


Mr. LECKY: [ think it would be 
much better to postpone this measure to 
another session. ‘There is a great deal of 
difference of opinion on the subject. I 
myself am not prepared to endorse alto- 
gether the views of the Chief Secretary, 
and I think that under the circumstances 
it would be very much better if the Bill 
were not pressed forward. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: After the 
views which have been expressed on both 
sides it must be clear that the best course 
would be to withdraw the Bill and bring 
it in later,when the operations of the new 
rules will be better known. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND : I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will give some 
answer as regards facilities for discussing 
this matter next session. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It is impos- 
sible for me to answer that question. 
I recognise the extreme importance of 
the changes we are about to introduce 
into both the intermediate and elemen- 
tary systems of education, and, person- 
ally, | should not be adverse to a day 


being given for a discussion of the whole | 


question, but of course it must be clearly 
understood that I am not in a position to 
give any undertaking on that point with- 
out consulting my colleagues. 


Mr. Dillon. 


' House 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): Before we pass the Third Reading 
of this Bill I should like to make a few 
It has yet to 
pass through another place, and many 
Amendments may be made in it which 


observations regarding it. 


at any rate will not be against 
the interests of the landlords, but 
taking the Bill as we find it [ 


should like to say a few words on it. 
First of all, how far does this Bill really 
remedy the acknowledged grievances of 
agricultural tenants in England and Scot- 
land, and how far is it a proper redemp- 
tion of the many promises and pledges 
given by the Government and their sup- 
porters at the last General Election and 
other times with regard to this subject ! 
To deal with the second question first, I 
think I am within the mark in saying thai 
the passage of this Bill is a very long. 
deferred and very inadequate redemption 
of the promises and pledges given by hon. 
Gentlemen and right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite on this subject. It will be in 
the recollection of ion. Members who sat 
in the last Parliament that there was no 
subject more frequently brought forward 
by the Conservative Opposition than the 
interests of agriculture and the grievances 
of agricultural tenants. In every session 
during the last Parliament an Amendment 
to the Address was moved by a leading 
member of the Conservative party, and 
not content with that, the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member for South-east 
Essex moved the adjournment of the 
on this subject. All these 
Amendments were supported by Gentle- 
men then on the Front Opposition 


I beg to| Bench, and no one was more strenuous 
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in supporting them thaa the present 
President of the Board of Agriculture. 
The General Election came, and what was 
the position then? If there was one 
subject. on which the Unionist party 
harped, it was the neglect of the agricul- 


tural interest, and that the only remedy | 


for this was to look to the Unionist 
party. I do not want to hold the Go- 
yernment too closely to the promises of 
the right hon. the Colonial Secretary, 
although he is a very important member 
of the present Government. The promises 
he gave on various political and other 
subjects were so diverse and varied that 
it would be unwise to place too much 
reliance on them; but [ would like to 
remind the House what he did say, not 
when in an irresponsible position, but 
when he was an important member of the 
Ministry. On 22nd July, 1895, in the 
middle of the General Election, he went 
down and addressed a large meeting in 
Warwickshire, when he stated that if the 
Unionists were returned to power they 
were prepared to give a scheme of land 
purchase to the agricultural tenants in 
England and Scotland. But from that 
day to this not a single word has been 
suid in favour of that proposal, and not 
a single step has been taken by Her 
Majesty's Government in that direction. 
When Parliament met we reminded them 
of their promises, and they were very in- 
dignant. Now [ am justified in stating 
that up to that time the Unionist party 
themselves considered that this was 
a question highly important and 
deserving the attention of — the 
Government at an early date. What 
happened ? On the first day of the session 
ot 1896 the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
gave notice from the Table of the inten- 
tion of the Government to introduce a 
Bill to give compensation to agricultural 
tenants. ‘That session passed, as did the 
sessions of 1897, 1898, and 1899; but it 
was not until the present year that the 
Grovernment took any effective steps to 
redeem the large and wide promises they 
had made. And in what form did they 
redeem them? I[ think their own esti- 
mate of this Bill now is very different 
from the estimate they had of the im- 
portance of the subject in 1896. Instead 
of introducing it in the last session of the 
present Parliament as a measure of the 
first importance, they brought it in under 
the Ten Minutes Rule ; they sent it up- 
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stairs to a Grand Committee, where it 
was discussed for a couple of sittings ten 
days ago; and now, with the thermo- 
meter standing at ninety degrees in the 
shade, we are expected to deal with the 
Third Reading. That does not look as 
if the supporters uf the Bill attached 
supreme importance to it, or as if they 
believed that it in any sense provides an 
adequate remedy for the grievances of the 
agricultural tenants. It has been stated 
more than once by the President of the 
Board of Agriculture that, after all, this 
Bill will only deal with 5 per cent. of 
the cases of compensation that arise. 
I do not think a Bill is of much import- 
ance which only deals with one in forty 
of the grievances of agricultural tenants. 
It was described on the Second Reading 
by the hon. Member for one of the 
Divisions of Hampshire, a strong sup- 
porter of the Government, as “a small 
amending Bill” ; and another hon. Gen- 
tleman opposite described it as “as good 
a Bill as could be got under the cireum- 
stances”; while the other night a no less 
strong supporter of the Government said 
of it that “if not totally unnecessary it 
was certainly harmless.” Now, these are 
not descriptions by hon. Members on this 
side of the House, but by either the 
authors of the Bill or the most strenuous 
supporters of the Government and their 
policy. Does the Bill really make any 
serious attempt to settle the grievances 
that have existed among the agricultural 
tenants? It will be inthe memory of all 
that the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture, when introducing the Bill, and 
before we had seen it, described it as a 
Bill that would settle once for ali the 
differences between the owners and occu- 
piers of land. When we had the oppor- 
tunity of examining and discussing it in 
detail, we saw how very wide of the 
mark indeed and exaggerated that de- 
scription was. I want to state to the 
House what were the general proposals 
for the amendment of the Agricultural 
Holdings Act which were put forward by 
leading agriculturists, and what are the 
actual proposals in the Bill. I have 
here one of the most valuable Reports 
made by the sub-commissioners. Mr. 
James Hope, a _ supporter of — the 
Government, dealing with various 
counties in Scotland, summarises the prin- 
cipal Amendments on which he said 
opinion was unanimous which should be 


made in the Agricultural Holdings Act. 
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It will be found that, at the outside, ! that the Bill would not adequately meet 


not more than two or three of these 
Amendments have been inserted in this 
Bill. But if hou. Gentlemen care to take 
a more simple method of testing the 
value of the Bill, they have only got to 
compare the schedules in the Bill with 
the schedules in the Agricultural Hold- 
ings Act of 1883. They will see that 
the alterations are very infinitesimal, and 
substantially, so far as that part of the 
3ill_ is concerned, it deals very inade- 
quately with large and important griev- 
ances undoubtedly felt by the agricultural 
community throughout the country. One 
of the recommendations held out to us in 
regard to the Bill was that it would very 
largely simplify and cheapen procedure 
under the Agricultural Holdings Act, 
and it was said: “ Here, at any rate, you 
will have your cases decided by a single 
arbitrator, and no longer by two arbi- 
trators and an umpire, which has caused 
so much expense in the old procedure.” 
When, in Committee, I endeavoured to 
have the Bill amended so that the pro- 
cedure should really be by a single 
arbitrator, I was told by the Attorney 
General that my proposal was far too 
drastic, and that we ought not to make a 


single arbitrator compulsory. I have 
never got any explanation irom the 


Attorney General or the President 
of the Board of Agriculture as to how 
the procecure under this bill is to be 
cheaper and simpler than under the exist- 
ing Act. The actual proposals in the Bill 
are very inadequate to deal with existing 
grievances. It is, in fact, a very incom- 
plete and insufficient measure. I venture 
to say that it does not deal with the 
grievances of large classes of tenants ; and 
however applicable it may be to some 
classes of tenants in England, it is 
entirely inadequate to deal with the 
grievances of agriculturists in Scotland, 
while it is singularly inapplicable to the 
agricultural conditions of Wales, as will 
he shown by-and-by by Members from 
Wales. Meantime I will only deal 
with it as it affects my own country. 
When the Bill was considered on the Re- 
port stage | was constantly told by the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, in 
answer to my complaints, “Oh! that is 
only the case of Scotland. I cannot pro- 
fess to know the actual conditions of 
Scotland.” That was considered a sufti- 
cient answer to the arguments which my 
colleagues and I brought forward to show 
Mr. Burhanae. - 


the demand of Scottish tenants. [ haye 
often heard before that ‘ There are hills 
beyond Pentland, and lands beyond 
Forth,” but we would have been perfectly 
content to cut out from this Bill the 
hills beyond Pentland and _ the lands be- 
yond Forth. What we complain of js 
that you have endeavoured to include ni 
one common Bill for England and Seot- 
land subjects which have hitherto been 
invariably treated by separate Bills, in 
order to meet the separate demands 
and separate conditions of agriculture, 
The hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
talked about legislation by reference, but 
Ido not know any Scottish agriculturist, 
and not many Scottish lawyers, who 
would be able to understand this Bill at 
first sight. But our substantial grievance 
is that you are endeavouring to deal here, 
ina single Act, not merely with purely 
agricultural questions, but with questions 
atfecting the tenure of land, which are 
entirely different in Scotland and Eng- 
land. More than that, we pointed out— 
and nobody knows this better than the 
Attorney General—-that there were large 
classes of tenants, particularly in the 
north-east of Scotland, who would be 
absolutely excluded by the terms of the 
schedule from getting any compensation 
for the substantial improvements they 
have made on their holdings. These are 
the small improving tenants called 
squatters. Now the First Lord of the 
Treasury, in the summer of 1895, speaking 
about what he considered to be the obliga- 
tions of his party to bring forward an 
adequate measure of compensation, gave 
a very specific promise that any such 
measure would be applicable to small as 
well as large tenants in all three countries. 
It would affect, he said, small men as well as 
bigmen. The Government have conspicu- 
ously failed to bring forward a measure 
that is able to satisfy the demands of 
these small tenants for whom the First 
Lord of the Treasury pleaded in 1895, 
and they will for another term of years 
be shut out from obtaining any measure 
of relief. It is on these grounds of 
the conspicuous failure to redeem often 
repeated and most specific pledges given 
by responsible Members of the Govern- 
ment; of the valuelessness of the Bill 
to give to industrious and enterprising 
tenants the assurance of compensation If 
they put their capital into the soil, and 
because it will delay remedial legislation 
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for years, that I beg leave to move 
that this Bill be read a second time this 
day three months. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Buchanan.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mason RASCH (Essex, S.E.): The 
hon. Gentleman seemed surprised that 
we should have attacked the late Liberal 
Government for their neglect of the 
agricultural interest. But what did they 
Fi for that interest when they were in 
office five years ago? The hon. Gentle- 
man is quite right in saying that I once 
had the honour of moving the adjourn- 
ment of the House in connection with 
the neglect of the Liberal Government 
to deal with the grievances of agricul- 
tural tenants; but the debate lasted 
hardly an hour, when it was closured by 
the hon. Gentleman’s leaders. The hon. 
Gentleman the Minister of Agriculture in 
the Liberal Ministry did not know the 
difference between barley and oats, and 
when a deputation of farmers came to 
him he practically refused to see them. 
Then, in the end, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire in- 
troduced the death duties, which were to 
quench the smoking flax ; and he was 
prompted to get up about once a month 
and thank God that wheat was selling at 
19s, 6d. a quarter. Well, we are now 
taunted with not tackling the Govern- 
ment because they have not done more 
for us during the present Parliament ; 
but we have “got some concessions from 
the Government, and we hope the 
Government will do better when in office 
in the next Parliament. With reference 
to this particular Bill, as an agricultural 
Member representing a very large 
division, which extends from within six- 
teen miles of W hitechapel Church to the 
North Sea, I cannot help thanking the 
Government for what they have ‘done. 
They have carried out the recommen- 


dations of the Central Chamber of Agri- 
culture in 1894; 
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they have practic ally 
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abolished the law of distress except in the 
case of the previous twelve months rent ; 
they have taken the questiou of permanent 
pasture, which is a burning question, 
trom Part 1 to Part 3 of the Schedule ; 
they have simplified procedure ; they 
have knocked off the shackles from the 
agricultural industry ; and have so legis- 
lated that tenants will more willingly 


put their capital into the land than 
before. I have said before that this Bill - 


is not perfect ; but very few things in 
this world are perfect. The attitude 
taken up by a good many of us in refer- 
ence to this Bill is ‘‘ What we can get we 
take.” I took particular care not to move 
‘any Amendment, and not to speak often, 
but of course that does not mean that I 
thought the Bill absolutely perfect. I 
could have made some suggestions to the 
right hon. Gentleman with reference to 
the Bill which it might have been well 
to have carried out. I think a man 
should be allowed to cultivate the soil as 
he likes, so long as its fertility is not im- 
paired; that there should be no penal 
rents unless actual damage is proved ; 
and that there should be compensation 
for continuous good farming. I congratu- 
Jate the Government on having had the 
courage to resist certain Amendments made 
by some of their own supporters, especially 
that proposed by the hon. Member for 
Newark, which alluded to the. inherent 
capabilities of the soil. The Government 
very properly resisted that Amendment. 
If they had not done so they would have 
made the Bill ridiculous, and would have 
caused great dissatisfaction in the eastern 
counties, which I know well. If the in- 
herent capabilities of the soil are high 
aman pays a high rent, if they are low 
he pays a low rent, and therefore, prac- 
tically, there is nothing in it. I hope that 
in a future Parliament the right hon. 
Gentleman the Minister for Agriculture 
will, from this side of the Table or the 
other, introduce a Bill to carry out the 
suggestions | have made. For the rest I 
can only say I am extremely glad that the 
Government have brought in ‘this Bill. I 
do not say that it will be accepted with 
effusive gratitude, because effusive grati- 
tude is proverbially not a quality of the 
agricultural interest ; but I know it is a 
good step in the right direction. 


*Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I regret the absence of the 
Minister for Agriculture, who, I believe, 
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is too ill to conduct this Bill through its | are vitiated by the poison that runs 
last stage in this House. We will miss the | through the w hole Bill—the power given 
right hon. Gentleman, for he is a master | | to the | landlord to contract himself out of 
of. the subject. If I may be pardoned by | the measure. We know perfectly well 
the hon. Gentleman who has just sat | that the Act of 1875 was passed with 
down, I think that if, instead of going | contracting- out clauses, and that imme- 
into ancient history and what had been | diately every landlord sent notice to his 
done in the last Parliament, he had read | tenants, saying he would not come 
the Bill more carefully his speech would | under the “Act. I do not want in the 
have been more valuable. He stated that | least to discourage agreements __be- 
‘the law of distraint for rent had been | tween landlord and tenant, provided 
practically abolished. Why, it is not in| the agreements are fair to the tenant, 
the Bill. When an Amendment was | What we want is that we shall have an 
moved to abolish distraint I am rather | Act of Parliament upon which the tenant 
afraid that it did not receive the support | can fall back when he has not got a 
of the hon. Gentleman. I cannot but | fair agreement. That is what we do not 
express the disappointment which I feel, | get in this Bill. The arbitration clauses 
and which has been voiced in the country, | are very good indeed, but they are 
that this Bill is not more complete and | vitiated by the fact that the landlord can 
effective. There is not the slightest | contract himself out of them. I can quite 
doubt that the farming interest expected | understand that a landlord does nut like 
a Bill which would give them larger | to have to pay compensation at the end 
rights to compensation at the end of a! of a tenancy, and I know this, that the 
tenancy. It makes confusion worse con- | result of this contracting out will be that 
founded ; for any farmer who wants to | the tenants will be deterred from sending 
know. his rights under the Bill, must pro-| claims in; because if they go to arbi- 
vide himself with a small arsenal of Acts | tration and there is an appeal it runs 
of Parliament. We know that farmers | up the costs, and that is a matter which 
do not, and will not provide themselves | atfects the farmer more than the landlord, 
with all these Acts of Parliament ; and | because the landlord has the longest purse. 
instead of being able to know exactly how | We are told that the tenant farmers will 
they stand, they will have to go to expert | not sign agreements that are unfair to 
valuers, and pay them for information, _ themselves ; the only answer I have to 
which ought to have been made clear in | that is that they do. It has been brought 
the Act itself. A second complaint | out before the Royal Commission, and 
which I have to make is that the Bill does | has been publicly exposed in the press 
not sufficiently strengthen the agricul-| over and over again, that tenants sign 
tural tenant. I may congratulate the | impossible agreements in order to get 
Agricultural Department on having exer- | into a farm. The object of this Bill is 
cised considerable ingenuity in drawing | to protect the farmers from signing 
up a Bill of fourteen clauses, which pra -| unfair agreements, and if they are 
ticaliy does so very little. It is a Bill| able to protect themselves there is no 
fairly pretentious in size, but what it does | reason for this Bill. But the Government 
is almost absolutely nil. A change of | recognises that the tenant farmers cannot 
front always takes place by hon. Gentle-| protect themselves, and therefore have 
men opposite, according to whether they | introduced this Bill for their protection. 
are in or out of office. I noticed | I shall be told, [ suppose, that instead of 
the Minister of Agriculture, speaking at | | farmers running after the landlords it is 
a rent-andit of the Duke of Portland, | the landlords who run after the farmers. 
said that the less legislation there was for | That may be so in some cases, but it is not 
agriculturists the better it would be for | so in the west of England, and the very 
them. That was not the cry we heard at | fact that there are six or eight tenants 
the last General Election. I think, how- | after a farm compels the tenant to sign 
ever, he has impressed his views ov this | an agreement which is prejudicial to him- 
Bill, because it does so very little for | self in order to get into the farm. What 
agriculturists. There are two good things | we want is that the tenant farmers shall 
in the Bill. It gives the farmer compen- | have compensation when they quit theit 
sation for laying ‘down permanent pasture ; | holdings for improvements they have 
and the arbitration clauses are good. But, | made. There is the question of per: 
unfortunately, these arbitration clauses. manent pasture. T never could under- 


Mr. Leumbert. 
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stand why the tenant should have to get 
the consent of the landlord in order to be 
compensated for permanent pasture. It is 
well known that when a man lays down 
permanent pasture he cannot injure the 
land; that was brought out in the 


evidence before the Royal Commission, | 


because if he lays it down for a certain 
time a considerable amount of fertility is 
generated in the land which can be got out 
by subsequent cropping. A man might 
lay down permanent pasture and not suc- 
eeed—it depends upon the weather and 
many other circumstances; but if he does 
succeed and adds to the value of the land, 
why should not he be compensated for the 
improvement? All I say is that you add 
value to the land when you lay down 
permanent pasture, and it should not be 
necessary to get the consent of the land- 
lord in the matter, because it is impossible 
that the landlord could be impoverished. 
And if you add to the value of the land I 
donot see why you should not be paid for 
it. When does temporary pasture become 
permanent pasture I do not, I confess, 
understand. [ have land which has been 
put down to temporary pasture, and 
which, having been well manured and 
looked after, has become very good pas- 
ture indeed. Is that to be taken as tem- 
porary or permanent pasture? There is 
no regulation laid down. Why should 
compensation be given for temporary and 
not for permanent pasture? That is a 
matter which is absolutely beyond me. 
Then there is the question of compensa- 
tion for disturbance. I know this is a 
debated subject, but personally, in the 
interests of the smaller tenants, I advo- 
cate it. It is all very well to say that 
large farmers can take care of themselves 
and that the landlords usually act very 
generously to their tenants ; but it is the 
small tenants who cannot get their griev- 
ances taken up in the local press and ven- 
tilated. It is they who have to suffer in 
silence, and if they offend the agent of 
the estate upon which they are in any way 
they get notice to quit, and have to go 
into a new neighbourhood and acquire 
all the experience necessary to carry on 
farming operations in the neighbourhood, 
and that is only done at a great loss and 
a great sacrifice. I am not, of course, 
speaking of honourable landlords—this 
Bill is not intended for good landlords, 
but for those who treat their tenants un- 
justly. The claim for compensation by 
the tenant is to be lodged before the , 
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determination of the tenancy, but if the 
landlord has a claim for dilapidations, he 
need not claim for six years after the 
determination of the tenancy. That is a 
constant source of complaint, and the 
witnesses before the Royal Commission 
were almost unanimous in advocating 
that the claims both of the landlord and 
the tenant, should be put in on the same 
day. Under the Agvicultural Act of 
1883 the landlord is allowed to see the 
tenant’s claim before putting in his own, 
with the’ consequence that very often 
exaggerated claims on the part of the 
landlord are put in. Upon this point I 
would like to quote some evidence given 
in favour of the claims of the landlord 
and tenant beingdelivered simultaneously. 
Mr. Clare Sewell Read, whose authority 
to speak upon this point no one will chal- 
lenge, says— 

“Where the tenant has made a claim the 
landlord has made a bigeer counterclaim. 
This in consequence of the landlord having 
time to consider the tenant’s claim. [ am 
sure it would be diminished by the claims 
being made simultaneously.” 


And Mr. Lipscombe, the Chairman of 
the Committee of the Central Chamber 
of Agriculture, which was appointed to 
draw up a new Agricultural Bill, says 
that that was a universal complaint, 
and that the Committee appointed to 
examine into the question was almost 
unanimous in recommending that the two 
claims should be put in on the same day. 
We ask the Government to accept that. 
In Grand Committee it was proposed by 
the hon. Member for North Hampshire, and 
we want to know whose views the Govern- 
ment propose to carry out in this matter. 
Do they propose to carry out the views 
of the tenant farmer or of people who 
have no interest in, and less knowledge 
of, the matter? It is a matter upon 
which the tenant farmers feel very 
strongly indeed. There seems to be an 
alarming dread in this House of giving 
powers to strengthen the position of the 
tenant farmer. It was only the other 
day that we had a revolt from below 
the gangway, because the Government 
proposed to allow the tenant to plant an 
acre of osiers without the consent of the 
landlord. Then certain noble supporters 
of the Government woke up to the fact 
that that was an infringement of the 
freedom of contract between landlord and 
tenant. We have been interfering with 
freedom of contract all through this 
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we did so when we passed 
an Act for compensation for injuries 
for the labourer, and why should not 
the landlord be bound to pay compensa- 
tion for improvements made by the 
tenant? It seems to me that when they 
come to deal with the landlords the 
Government have a special tenderness 
for their supporters. This is a 
matter of extreme importance — to 
farmers. I have had cases come before 
me of men who had been farming for a 
number of years, and by skill and experi- 
ence and good husbandry they have 
greatly improved the land ; yet when they 
leave, all the improvement goes into the 
pocket of the landlord. Why should 
that be t Those facts cannot be disputed. 
I can bring cases where that has occurred, 
and where that has taken place this Bill 
will do nothing to protect the man who 
has laid out his money in this respect, 
and ensure compensation for good farm- 
ing and increasing the value of the holding 
for the incoming tenant. We do not ask 
that the tenant should be paid for work 
which does not add to the value of the land; 
but if improvements have added to the 
value of the holding, then he ought to be 
compensated. 
ment have not accepted many of the 
.mendments which were proposed to 
make the Bill more effective and simple ; 
bet although the Bill is ineffective and 
complicated, it does some little good. 
| Ministerial cheers.] Yes, but it cannot 
be said to give us even half a loaf. It 
gives us a crumb of bread, and that being 
so, I cannot support my friend in voting 
against the Third Reading; though, at 
the same time, I cannot congratulate the 
Government upon the measure which 
they have brought in. 


Parliament ; 


Mr. STRUTT (Essex, Maldon): There 
is one blemish in the Bill which I think 
the Government might rectify very well 
—that is its incomprehensibility. It is 
almost impossible for any ordinary lay- 
man from reading this Bill by itself to 
understand in any way what the law is. 
The people whose interests are affected 
by this Bill are not lawyers, and I think 
if the Government would give us a_pro- 
mise to bring in a Bill to codify these 
matters dealing with tenant right they 
would confer a great boon on the tenant- 
farmer class. They could easily bring in 
a Bill to join all these matters together in 


Mr. Lambert. 
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one simpie measure which would be easily 
understood, and which would not refer 
to any other measure, but would contain in 
itself everything necessary to enable the 
farmer or landlord to understand what the 
law is. The Bill as it stands contains the 
terrible blemish of making it necessary 
for a tenant farmer w hen he wants 
to find out what the law is to go toa 
lawyer. I hope, therefore, the Attorney 
General will give us a promise that the 
Government intend in a future session— 
as early a session as possible—to bring in 
a Bill to codify the law relating to the 
important questions of tenant right. 


Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) said that, in intervening in the 
present debate he wished it to be under- 
stood that it was not done for the pur- 
pose of wrecking the Bill, for as far as it 
goes the measure pointed in the right 
direction. Still less was it intended by 
way of a complaint against the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill, in whom 
we recognised not only an able adminis- 
trator but one also who, we 
sympathises very deeply with the difficult 


believe, 


Our object in intervening in the present 


‘debate is to emphasise our feelings of dis- 


appointment that the Government, in 
drafting the Bill, totally ignored the 
recommendations of the unanimous Report 
of the Welsh Land Commission. <Aiter 
the treatment offered by the Government 
to other Reports of two different Royal 
Commissions, perhaps we were a little 
sanguine to expect to be treated 
differently, and though he could not 
often commend them on_ their con- 
sistency, he could with much propriety 
with regard to their equality of treat- 
ment of the two Royal Commissions 
appointed by themselves as well as that 
of the one appointed by Mr. Gladstone. 

3ut, Sir, something should be said for 
the ‘unfor tunate individual who serves on 
Royal Commissions. Take the case of 
one who sat on the Welsh Land Commis- 


sion. The Commission commenced its 
labours in April, 1893, and ended in 
December, 1895, some two years and 


nine months. They held about ninety 
meetings, and examined many hundreds 
of witnesses, and wrote out two elaborate 
and exhaustive Reports. With what 
result? To be © simply 





ignored.. 
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Now what self-respecting man would 
care to sit on a Royal Commission 
if, after giving some three years of his 
valuable (or otherwise) time to the public, 
his labours should be treated with so 
much contempt as to be beneath the 
notice of the Government ? 
the Government think so little or nothing 
of the recommendations of three such dis- 
tinguished men as Lord Kenyon, the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Swansea, and 
Mr. Frederic Seebohm, the people of 
Wales think very highly of them. 
two former as representing the best type 
of landlord in the Principality and the 
latter as undoubtedly the greatest autho- 
rity on land tenure in the United 
Kingdom, perhaps in the world. It is 
not to be expected that the name of Mr. 
Seebohm is a household word among the 
mass of the tenant farmers of Wales, 
though his face must be familiar to many 
of them— those who appeared before the 
Commission, which held meetings in every 
important centre in the Principality. 
And not a few, he had no doubt, had read 
some of the many works he had written, 
especially one dealing with the Princi- 
pality—“* The Tribal System in Wales.” 
But the other two gentlemen are well 
known, Lord Kenyon in the north and 
the hon. Baronet in the south, and both 
highly esteemed and respected, and all 
three ardent supporters of the present 
Government. In reading the Report 
signed by those three gentlemen one is 
reminded of a long chapter in the Book 
of Lamentations. Undoubtedly they felt 
they held a very undignitied position that 


they should simply represent three 
fingerposts pointing to the direction 
their bolder and more enterprising 


colleagues had travelled and _ left 
them out of sight. Especially so 
must it have been to the author of the 
“Land Question.” Though he said that 
those gentlemen had only pointed the way 
that should be traversed, at the same time, 
in justice to them, it should be stated that 
they only differed in degree and not in 
principle from their colleagues. It is true 
they used other terms. 


“What’s in a name? that which we call a rose 
By any other name would smell as sweet.” 


Now, Sir, let us examine some two or 
three of the recommendations of those 
gentlemen. In their Report they seem 


much concerned that they should not 
advocating what is 


be understood as 


119 JuLy 1900} 


But, Sir, if | 


The | 


| ciple. 
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known as “Fixity of Tenure.” Yet in 
dealing with the question of ‘“ Notice to 
Quit” they say— 

‘We are also of opinion that whenever a 
notice to quit is given dt should state the 
reason why it is given, and that whenever the 
reason is other than a breach of the legal con- 
ditions of tenancy it would be fair that, in 
recognition of the cost to the tenant of an en- 
forced change of tenancy, a longer notice should 
he required than in a case where the tenant is 
in default, or else that in such a case the rent 
should be made to cease in respect of the last 
year of the tenancy.” 


Then they say that in case of a tenant 
who has performed all conditions 
under which he holds his tenancy 
he should be compensated for distur- 
bance. They say that the rent of the last 
year of his tenancy should be forfeited 
A very moderate proposal, but it has in 
it more than the germ of the principle 
of fixity. No doubt bolder reformers 
would say five or seven years. It is only 
a question of degree, and not of prin- 
Again, in the case of the “Sale of 
an Estate,” they say— 

‘©On the whole, in a case in which it is neces- 
sary to choose between the interest of the 
selling landlord, who naturally desires to ob- 
tain the highest price attainable for his pro- 
perty, and the interest of often a considerable 
number of tenants to whom it is more or less 
a question financially of life or death, we are 
disposed to think the law ought to lean on the 
side of the weaker party. And we are dis- 
posed to suggest that the equity of the case 
would be more than reasonably met by the 
provision that in case of the death of an estate 
owner or the sale of the estate the tenant shall 
be protected Ly law in the oceupation of his 
farin at the old rent for say three years from 
the date of death or sale, except in case of 
non-payment of rent or the infringement of 
the conditions of the tenaney, which under 
the circumstances of the case should be 
stringent enough to protect the landlord from 
the depreciation or exhaustion of the farm.” 


Here again, in their meek and mild way, 
they are advocating the principle of 
fixity of tenure, and in doing so they de- 
serve every encouragement, as they are 
on the right line. For it is only by 
securing to the tenant who faithfully per- 
forms the conditions of his tenancy 
practically fixity of tenure, can we ever 
hope to see a satisfactory settlement of 
the “Land Question.” Another bogey 
‘that frightened our three friends was the 


| proposal of the majority of the Commis- 


| sioners to set up a Land Court. To this, 
| among other things, they say— 

| We would suggest that if on an estate 
| there should be what may roughly be described 
| as a general dispute between landlords and 
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tenants tending to disturbance or public 
scandal or manifest injustice, both the land- 
lord on the one hand and a certain portion of 
the tenants on the other hand, under proper 
restrictions and upon an engagement to pay 
a certain maximum fez, should have the right 
to call in to their aid an expert from the Board 
of Agriculture or some other recognised autho- 
rity to act as mediator, with a view, if pos- 
sible, to bring about a friendly settlement.” 
Again, they advocate a new principle in 
the relation of landlord and tenant, and 
while they view with horror a properly 
constituted land court, yet they suggest 
the appointment of a go-between to settle 
disputes between landlords and tenants, 
who is to be awarded a maximum fee. 
While fully realising that we could not 
hope to settle so old and great a question 
as that of the relationship of landlord and 
tenant by the very mild proposals of 
those three gentlemen, we at the same 
time admit that there is some ground for 
the statement they make on the last 
paragraph of their heport— 

“It is believed that were the law regarding 
year-to-year tenancy amended as we ventured 
to suggest a great step would be gained 
towards the removal of the feeling of insecurity 
and of other causes of dissatisfaction between 
landlords and tenants, without unduly in- 
fringing upon the principle of freedom of con- 
tract and without destroying the great 
advantages which, on the whole, and in spite 
of defects, the present agricultural system 
atlurds to the various elasses of the Welsh 
ah whose living is connected with the 
and,” 


Their words prove that they had properly 
estimated the gravity of the situation 
when they said— 

“A great step would be gained towards the 
removal of the feeling of dissatisfaction 
between landlords and tenants.” 

Still they say it was only a step—though 
a great step. That is an admission that 


what they proposed was not. sufficient, | 


and could not settle the question. Though 
they only proposed a step in the direction 
of the solution of this great question, it 
was more than the Government would 
take in the interests of the Welsh tenant 
farmers. There is no class in the com- 
munity so helpless and defenceless as the 
tenant farmer. [Even the agricultural 
labourer has his association to defend him. 
But the poor tenant farmer is left unpro- 
tected to any and every oppression. 
While we know and rejoice in the fact 
that there are landlords who treat their 
tenants as well as ever they would be 
treated under any legislation, we know 


Mr, Alfred Viwomas. 


{COMMONS} 











they are but comparatively few. What 
we want is to bring the other landlords up 
to their level, and no Government which 
neglects the rights of the tenant farmers 
can be said to be doing its duty to the 
| State in leaving the most important class 
in the community without safeguarding 
legislation. : 


*Mr. GILES (Cambridgeshire, Wis- 
bech): I should like to call attention 
to the fact that whatever this Bill 
does is in the interest of the tenant 
farmer, and that it does nothing for 
the landlord with the exception of the 
small advantage in Clause 5. With re- 
gard to the criticism that this is not a 
Consolidation Bill, and that it would bea 
very great advantage to tenant farmers to 
have a Consolidation Bill, all I have to say 
is that no doubt Consolidation Bills are 
extremely convenient to lawyers and to 
those who, having no knowledge of the 
subject, desire to study it. But the 
farmers, of whom I have had expe- 
rience, undoubtedly have some know- 
ledge of the subject, and they certainly 
do not rely for their knowledge upon 
the Agricultural Holdings Acts or any 
Bill, whether Consolidation or otherwise. 
They invariably go to some text-book for 
| an explanation of the various provisions. 
I do not desire to say anything against 
Consolidation Acts, but it is not a fair 
criticism upon this Bill, which is in itself 
a satisfactory measure, to say that it is 
not to the full extent a Consolidation 
Bill. The hon. Member for South Molton 
found fault with the Government for not 
passing a simple Bill giving powers 
independent of contract. I desire to 
point out in the interests of many, 
especially smal] farmers, that there is 
another side to that question. I may 
give aniillustration, some of the facts of 
which came under my personal knowledge, 
in the case of a farmer, a self-made man, 
and without capital. He had great ex- 
perience of farming, and when he found 
the rent he was forced to pay was too 
much for him he went to another part of 
the county and took another farm. He 
vas enabled to take that farm because of 
his reputation asa farmer, and he got it on 
this sort of consideration. The landlord 
said: “If you will take this farm at a yearly 
rental and require no compensation from 
me when you leave, the rent shall be so 
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549 Agricultural 
much per acre; but if you require com- 
pensation I must forestall that possibility 
by charging you so much more per acre.” 
Under these circumstances a contract was 
made—in my opinion very much to the 
benefit of the tenant farmer, who, being a 
man without capital, was thus enabled to 
take this farm and work it to the satisfac- 
tion of the landlord, and by means of the 


condition which he made he had to pay , 


only a moderate rent—a rent very much 
below that which he would have had to 
pay had he insisted on all the terms of the 
Agricultural Holdings Act. There is 
another point. I contend that this Bill, 
even if it contained no other provision 
than the Arbitration Clause, would be of 
very great advantage to the agricultural 
industry. For years there has been a 
very great want for a clause of this kind 
in the relations between tenant farmers 
and landlords. Up to the present time if 
a tenant farmer desired to get justice 
from his landlord he had to begin 
by issuing a statement of claim, which 
in certain circumstances involved sum- 
monses for particulars and summonses for 
further and better particulars; these 
summonses in Chambers wouid, perhaps, 
involve two or three attendances before tie 
Judge, and possibly an appeal. That would 
be followed by a statement of defence, and 
areply. Ina particular case [ have in mind 
this was followed by a notice of trial ; the 
trial actually took place before a special 
jury at the assizes, wand certain gentlemen 
were specially taken down to attend. The 
trial had not gone on very long before 
it was referred, and the reference took 
place. Each side appointed an arbitrator, 
the two arbitrators appointed an umpire, 
and a considerable number of days were 
occupied in taking evidence on each side. 
Those who know anything about these 
proceedings know that the expenses in- 
curved before getting to arbitration were 
very serious indeed. Now, I am glad to 
say, although it is much against the 
interest of the profession of which I am 
a humble member, the tenant farmers can 
obtain justice and get their claims satisfied 
Without any of that very heavy _pre- 
liminary expense. There is one other 
point in regard to the clause to which 
[ should like to call attention. Fault 
was found with it because of the 
costs involved. But by the terms of 


Clause 14, which deals with costs, those | 


costs are in the discretion of the arbitra- 
tor, and if the arbitrator finds that the 


{19 JuLy 1900} 
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tenant farmer has a fair claim to compen- 
sation which has not been fairly met by 
the landlord it will be undoubtedly his 
duty to award costs against the landlord, 
and in that case the tenant would be re- 
lieved of the costs, or the greater part of 
them. I am sure a great number of 
tenant farmers would welcome this Bill 
with satisfaction and gratitude. 


*Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I think the hon. and learned 
Member for the Wisbech Division speaks 
with considerable authority when he says 
this Bill will be welcomed by many 
tenant farmers, but it will be welcomed 
only in English counties, not in Wales. It 
is a Bill which wholly fails to satisfy 
the pledges given by hon. Members 
opposite, and candidates who stood in 
the Unionist interest at the election of 
1895 in the thirteen counties of Wales 
and Monmouthshire. Ido not wish to 
delay the passing of this Bill into law. 
For what it is we are willing to accept it, 
and, for myself, lam not going to vote 
against it. But I think that we who 
represent Welsh constituencies have been 
a great deal too forbearing in regard to 
the conduct of Welsh agricultural matters 
by the present Government. Iam sorry the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Agriculture is not in his 
place to-night. I regret the cause of his 
absence, and I join in the tribute paid by 
the hon. Member for Kast Glamorganshire 
to the courtesy with which he has in- 
variably treated us in regard to matters 
concerning the Department over which 
he presides. But the position in Wales 
with regard to this Agricultural Holdings 
Bill is entirely special. The right hon. 
Gentleman himself, in the debate on the 
Second Reading of this Bill, practically 
admitted that the case for Wales was dis- 
tinct from the case for England or Scotland. 
Let me briefly recall the recent history 
of this land question in Wales, and the 
demands made by Welsh tenant farmers 
—demands which I understand the right 
hon. Gentleman and the Government say 
are sufficiently met by the Bill now before 
the House. As far back as 1843 and 1844 
there were strong demands made for a 
reform of agricultural tenancies in Wales 
and Monmouthshire, especially in those 
parts of Wales in which the prevailing 
language was the Welsh language. From 
1839 to 1843 there were serious dis 
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turbances in Wales, which came to be 
known as the “Rebecca Riots,” and 


which were due to agrarian causes. From | 


the time when these riots broke out down 
to the present there has been a persistent 
movement in favour of altering the law 
relating to landlord and tenant. It is 
not so much the question whether the 
mere formal legal tenureis satisfactory that 
agitates the minds of the tenant farmers ; 
it is the economic question of how the 
system is carried out. Down to about 
the end of the last century there was 
very little trouble in Wales. But about 
the beginning of the century, and especi- 
ally after the close of the Great War, 
a new system was introduced, under 
which the landlord undertook practically 
to make all the improvements on agri- 
cultural holdings. That was the theory 
and the understanding, but the system 
has broken down in certain parts of the 
country, though not everywhere ; for the 
tenant in many cases has to supply labour, 
and also do the haulage of materials—a 
very costlv item i a mountainous country. 
On the whole the result was to produce a 
state of profound dissatisfaction among 
Welsh tenant farmers, and the state of 
dissatisfaction has continued down to the 
present time. When the agricultural in- 
dustry, as a whole, is making better 
profits you naturally do not hear so many 
complaints, and there was a time when 
the Welsh complaints sank down because 
agricultural prices were so high ; but the 
Welshtenant farmers have never lost sight 
of the grievances which, having regard to 
the special circumstances of the Princi- 
pality, are necessarily inflicted upon them. 
Many complaints were made in the Welsh 
newspapers, and, as a result, in 1892 the 
Welsh landlords asked the then Conserva- 
tive Government to appoint a Royal 


Commission to inquire into the alleged 


grievances of the tenant farmers of 
Wales. The Government refused. In the 
middle of 1892 there was a change of 
Government ; the demands for a Royal 
Commission were renewed from many 


quarters, and ultimately, in March, 1893, | 


Mr. Gladstone appointed a Royal Com- 
mission with a designedly broad reference 
to consider all the questions connected 
with the holding, occupation, and cul- 
tivation of land in Wales. That Com- 


mission, like most Commissions, was not | 


absolutely equal in its party complexion, 
but at any rate there were upon it 


{COMMONS} 


three gentlemen representing the party | 


Mr. Bryninor Jones. 
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opposite—namely, Lord Kenyon, my hon, 
colleague in the representation of Swan- 
sea, and Mr. Frederic Seebohm. There 
were also Principal Rhys, a man who had 
taken no overt part in politics at all, two 
tenant farmers, the chairman of the Mon- 
mouthshire County Council, and myself, 
We did our best to inquire into the 
matters referred to us, and it has been 
entirely overlooked by our critics that the 
statement of facts in the Report as to the 
condition of things in the Principality 
has never been challenged by anybody, 
Nearly the whole of the Report is signed 
by all the Commissioners, and is simply a 
statement of facts connected with the 
Principality. Some may say that a 
number of our facts were irrelevant. 
[‘‘ Hear, hear!”] An hon. Member says 
“ Hear, hear!” What facts are irrelevant 
to a broad consideration of the argu- 
ment? Does he contend that the his- 
tory of the country has no relevancy 
to the question with which this Bill 
is concerned? If so, that is a very narrow 
point of view to take. If you say, “ It is 
my first principle that we are going to 
have absolutely the same law for the whole 
of the United Kingdom,” the particular 
facts connected with the history of any 
particular county or collection of counties 
are, of course, irrelevant. But is the 
adoption of such a principle as that 
statesmanship ? Not at all. That is what 
hon. Gentlemen like my hon friend 
opposite have failed to grasp in regard to 
our notion of what a Report on Land in 
Wales and Monmouthshire ought to be, 
and what the legislation in regard to land 
in Wales ought to be. But I will not 
pursue that topic, as I want to come to 
something which is absolutely and entirely 
relevant to this Bill. Having given our 
best consideration to the matter, we 
arrived at a series of conclusions, abso- 
lutely clear, very important, and which 
ought to carry weight with the Govern- 
ment and with the country. One of the 
first things we agreed upon was this— 
“We have no right to pronounce on the 


question whether such an amendment of the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883 





| That refers to certain much more drastic 


amendments of the Act of 1883 than are 
contained in the present Bill. 





- and of the law of landlord and tenant 
as to agricultural holdings is required for 
England as well as for Wales ; but without 
prejudice to this question we think that the cir- 
cumstances disclosed in regard to Wales by 
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our inquiry urgently call for legislation such as 
we have above sketched, and that it would be 
expedient to deal with the case of Wales in a 


separate Bill for this purpose, however desir- | 


able it may be as a general rule to avoid 
separate or particular legislation.” 


I call the attention of the Attorney 
General to that sentence in the Report. 
It was signed by supporters of the present 
Government. But I do not want to make 
too much of that point, because there is 


something more important than that. Lord | 


Kenyon is one of the most popular and | 


hest landlords in Wales ; so also is my hon. 
friend the Member for Swansea Town. 
They are both large landowners ; men are 
eager to become tenants on their estates. 
This paragraph was signed by them, 
although their whole spirit, in a sense, 
was against the idea of any recognition 
of Wales as a separate nation. 
indeed, do [ claim that sentence as neces- 
sarily involving any theory of a separate 
nationality. The point I put as a practi- 
cal point for the consideration of the 
Government that there are many 
matters within the sphere of jurisprudence 
which may well be treated separately. [ 
know that in regard to the marriage laws, 
hills of exchange, mercantile documents, 
and so on, it would be very inconvenient 
and inexpedient to have separate legisla- 
tion for different parts of the United 
Kingdom. But when you come to 
matters relating to land the question is 
quite different. It is right and proper, if 
you want to have a good economic 
system for the whole of the Kingdom, 
that the particular circumstances 
counties, districts, or provinces should be 
taken into account by the legislature in 
dealing with these matters. Our first 
complaint against the Government, there- 
fore, is that we are not given a separate 
“ : ; 

Bill. We demand that Bill; we say that 
you have directly or indirectly promised 
us that Bill; friends of yours sat upon 
the Commission ; they have assented to 
it; they applied their minds to the ques- 
tion ; they did their work honestly ; that 
is the conclusion at which they arrived. I 
am not going into minute details, as we are 


1s 


Nor, , 
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| for capricious disvurbance. 
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a bad kind of tenure for agricultural pur- 
poses—the unlimited right of the landlord, 
without any cause shown, to give notice to 
quit to the tenant ought not to be further 
maintained. Accordingly, one of their 
unanimous recommendations is that in 
case a landlord gives notice to quit to a 
tenant without reasonable cause, and if 
the tenant has paid his rent and has not 
been guilty of any breach of the covenants 
or the conditions in the agreement, there 
should be, in the discretion of the arbi- 
trator, an amount allowed as compensation 
That is not 
in this Bill. If you want to make the 
relations between landlord and tenant 
fair, the special circumstances of Wales 
demand the insertion of such a clause. 
We have made no general charge against 
the landlords of Wales, but at the same 
time, especially in regard to the smaller 


' estates, there are evictions from time to 


time for which no reason satisfactory to 
the district in which the event takes place 
can be given. The result is very dis- 
advantageous from many points of view. 
It disturbs other farmers on the estate ; 
it disturbs the whole parish ; it gives rise 
to all sorts of suspicious feelings on the 
part of the tenant farmers. In any case, 
evictions without cause are not fair in a 


‘country with the historic circumstances 


‘our own Commission, but also 
of | 


all practically agreed that this Bill should - 
' Act of 1881, nor did our proposed legisla- 


become law. But let me point out what 
were the conclusions at which that Com- 
mission unanimously arrived. They 


| tion create a dual ownership. 


agreed that, having regard to what took | 


Place in 1868 and years afterwards— 
although they would not admit that the 
tenure from year to year was necessarily 


of Wales, where in many cases the 
families of the present tenant farmers 
have been on the same holdings for hun- 
dreds of years. I need hardly point out 
that it was proved, not only before 
before 
the Agricultural Commission for Eng- 
land, that to make a man move from one 
farm to another was practically tanta- 
mount to fining him 20 per cent. on the 
whole capital invested in the farm. I 
beg in all seriousness, and without any 
polemical intent, the Government to take 
notice of a significant fact like that, and that 
men like Lord Kenyon, and practically 
all the best agents in Wales, are quite 


willing to assent to a clause pro- 
viding for compensation for capricious 
disturbance. The majority of the 


Commission adopted the theory of a land 
court, not at all in the sense of the Irish 


On that 1 
say nothing. We cannot expect this 
Government to do anything of that kind, 
and therefore I will not say anything in 
support of the general plan of the majority 
of the Commission. But there was 
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unother practical point suggested by all 
the Commissioners. It was to prevent 


the injustice which in practice arises | * :' 
| by the Board of Agriculture to deal with 


‘estates in that situation. 


from the fact that the rent is often raised 
upon the improvements of the sitting 
tenant. The matter is not quite easy to 
explain, and perhaps the law itself is not 
entirely to blame, but that the injustice 
does take place is admitted by the three 
Commissioners I have named. It happens 
in this way. I will take one kind of 
case only. Supposing there is a large 
estate going to be sold. The _ first 
thing that occurs is, seeing that the pur- 
chaser will have the right to demand 
possession, notice to quit is given to all 
the tenants. When the 29th September, 
the usual date for the expiry of the notice, 
approaches, no Welsh tenant dares give 
what he has a right to give to his land- 
lord or the persons acting for the land- 


{COMMONS} 


lord, namely, the two months’ notice | 


under the Act of 1883 for compensation. 
If he did that it would be accepted, and 
he would have to leave on the 
September, for the simple reason that, 
owing to the special circumstances of 
Wales, there are so many demands for 
these holdings ; there is such a great land 
hunger that the man knows very well 
that his landlord will let him go, and that 
he may get something for his improve- 
ments under the Act of 1883, but to leave 
his farm is the very last thing he desires. 
It is not merely a matter of money with 
him, for he wants to bring up his family 
on the holding which from  genera- 
tion to generation his ancestors have 


occupied. After the sale has taken place 
and the new purchaser comes upon 
the scene a revaluation takes piace, 


and the new holder naturally proceeds 
upon the basis of what the landlord thinks 
the farm is worth, with the result that 
rents are raised all round, [ do not want 
to develop these points in detail, but | 
think I have made the meaning of this 
unanimous report clear. I wish to call the 
attention of the Attorney General to the 
fact that two of the greatest Welsh land- 
lords agreed to this policy. Further we are 
face to face with cases where estates are 
heavily mortgaged and in Chancery, and 
in which trustees for the real owners were 
in possession. Here exists a state of 
things under which, if you do this or that, 
you may be running a risk of pecuniary 
loss. This Commission 


Mr. Brynmor Jones. 


29th , 


unanimously | 
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recommended that there should be not a 
court, but a kind of public arbitration, and 
that there should be anarbitrator appointed 


If the tenant 
complained and the trustee gave the 
answer, “I dare not comply with your 
request because I cannot tell what the 
Chancery judges may do,” in that kind 
of case a suggestion made by the Com- 
missioners was that the Board of 
Agriculture should) appoint mediators 
or arbitrators to hear both the 
trustees and the mortgagees when 
the tenants complain. They shall then 
say what in their judgment is fair 
to be done, and the decision of the arbi- 
trators shall be binding upon the Court of 
Chancery. I have only taken about 
three points of 2 definite and_ practical 
character in order to show how unfair 
it is to Wales for the Government to 
bring in a Bill of this kind as a satis- 
o 
faction of the claims of the Welsh 
tenants. This Commission arrived at a 
definite conclusion about the facts, but 
its Report has been given the go-by, and 
no doubt the Government at the next 
election will claim that they have passed 
an Agricultural Holdings Act of a highly 
beneficial character. But that will not go 
down in Wales. On the Second Reading 
I put these points before the House and 
the Government did not attend to 
them. We are not wild revolutionists, 
and we are not asking for the breaking 


up of great estates. The Commission 
recommended that the best system 
was one of large estates ; but what we 


object to is allowing a system to go on 
which is inevitably thrusting out Welsh- 
man after Welshman. ‘These farmhouses 
are the nursery of a very sturdy and 
vigorous race, and we want to keep these 
people upon the land where they have 
lived from generation to generation. We 
have no desire to introduce any ill-feeling 
between landlord and tenant, but the 
course you are taking in neglecting the 
Report of this Commission is one which 
will be fraught with disaster to the whole 
country. We know that the best security 
a nation can have is a good supply of 
capable citizens, and you cannot achieve 
that better than by keeping these old 
Welsh families on their land. You will 
not accomplish that by little Bills like 
this, and you can only do it by taking a 
broad and statesmanlike view of the whole 
situation. 
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Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : | 


In the county of Anglesey between 1889 | 
and 1893 no less than 11,000 acres of 
land changed hands, or about one- 
fourteenth of the acreage of the whole 
county was sold during four years. | 
need hardly point out the great signifi- 
eance of a tact like that. The last 
speaker has reminded us that when a 
tenant changes from one farm to another 
it is equivalent to a loss of 20 per cent. 
of his capital. If that is so, then it is a 
yery easy sum to calculate to find out 
what a considerable sum of money has 
been lost by the tenants of Anglesey 
during the four years [ have alluded to. 
We are almost in agreement in regard 
to this measure on both sides of the 
House. I do not agree with the hon. 
Member for one of the Divisions of Cam- 
bridgeshire who said that this Bill did 
nothing for the landlords. You must 
benefit the landlords when you give 
security of tenure, and thus induce the 
tenant to sink his capital in the soil. To 
encourage him to do this is to set a 
premium upon industry and capacity, and 
this benetits not only the country, but the 
landlords as well. The object of the Bill 
isto assist not merely existing tenants, 
but tenants generally, and I am not in 
favour of dual ownership or free sale. [ 
amin favour of any reform of the law 
which will give the tenant better security. 
‘Any Bill which gives the tenant greater 
security is a step in the right direction. 
The Minority Report states — that 
when a notice to quit was given for any 
insutlicient reason, in that case there 
should be compensation to the tenant 
equivalent to a year’s rent of his farm. 
Ithink that is also a step in the right 
direction, although it is too late to hope 
that anything of the kind will be done in 
this Bill. Nevertheless, I would press 
upon the Attorney General that he 
should give us some hope that the 
Government will see the necessity of 
taking some such step as this, and that 
when they have another chance of legis- 
lating in that direction they will bear this 
matter in mind. No amount of compen- 
sation for improvement is of itself enough 
to give security of tenure. The necessity 
for this exists in the country generally, 
but more especially in Wales, where the 
land is not only a financial but a social 
question. In Wales there is a difference 
of language, of race, and of creed, and we 
do ask this House to give to the tenant 
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in Wales some security of tenure under 
which anyone who turns. him out of his 
farm will have to pay dearly for it. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): [ think the whole of this 
question rests’ upon the issue as to 
whether the conditions in Wales are 
different from those which 
exist in England in regard to the 
claim for land legislation. What I 
venture to attirm is, that if anyone will 
take the trouble to inquire into the 
facts as they really exist in Wales he 
is bound to come to the conclusion that 
there is a real difference between the 
position of the two countries in this 
respect. In proof of this statement, I 
need only say that the Welsh Land Com- 
mission, after an exhaustive inquiry, came 
unanimously to that conclusion. The 
House already knows this from the con- 
clusive arguments used by my hon. friend 
below me, but [ would lay special stress 
upon their unanimity in regard to some of 
the most important points we have to con- 
sider. [am not going to recapitulate what 
has already been said in reference to the 
character of the Welsh Land Commission : 
neither am I going to describe in detail 
the important recommendations which 
they made. I should like to point out, 
however, that the case of Wales is sub- 
stantially different in regard to its 
agriculture to that of England, and our 
claim to separate legislation in regard to. 
land reform rests broadly upon a different 
historical development. Anybody who 
has any knowledge of Welsh life must at 
once see the differences in race, in language, 
habits, and customs which so largely pre- 
vail between the two countries, and these 
must have their effect upon the agricul- 
tural environments of the two 
countries. Anybody who has paid the 
slightest notice to the course of recent 
events in Wales must have been struck 
by the very rapid advance made in public 
opinion in recent years upon this question. 
So far as the knowledge of the facts of 
this House and the country generally 
goes, the development has been more or 
less recent, because it is a fact that 
during recent vears Wales has had a 
chance of expressing politically its mind 
upon these public questions. I would 


essentially 


simply remind the House of one or two 
simple facts showing the depth and reality 
of the position of Wales in regard to the 








559 Agricultural 


question of land reform. 


remember what took place in 1886, and) i 


upon the introduction of the Welsh Land 
Bull of 1891. I need not remind the 
House of the appointment of the Com- 
mission of 1893 which reported in 1896. 
But there are one or tavo practical facts 
that I should like to mention very 
briefly to the House, which prove the 
case which I am endeavouring to make. 
What are one or two of the practical 
differences in regard to Welsh and English 
agricultural life’? First of all, there is 
this fact, that in Wales to-day there are 
fewer occupying freeholders than in 
England. In England they number 
15 per cent. of the whole, bat in Wales 
the occupying freeholders only number 
}2 per cent of the whole. In the county 
of Denbigh the proportion is only 10 
per cent. Therefore there exists friction 
between landlord and tenant in a very 
acute form. It is almost inevitable that 
there should be a more acute land-hunger 
prevailing in Wales than in England, w hen 
there is a clear line of cleavage between 
the general body of landowners and the 
tenants on great questions of political 
opinions and of religious creeds. In 
Wales the farms are smaller than in 
England; there are more applicants 
for them, and the country is poorer. 
If any hon. Member chooses to look 
closely into this matter he will find 
abundant proof of what Iam saying. In 
Wales you will find patches on the 
mountain side which have been culti- 
vated, and I venture to say it would 
be impossible to find such patches 
in’ England. That seems to me 
to prove fully that there are certain 
fundamental differences between the two 
cases. I will mention one further fact, 
for all these facts to my mind seem very 
relevant to the discussion, as showing that 
the Bill we are now discussing— although 
undoubtedly in certain respects it is an 
improvement upon the existing law—will 
not touch even the fringe of the question 
so far as Wales is concerned. Every 
question in regard to agricultural reform 
turns upon one or two considerations. 
First, there is the quegtion of fixity of 
tenure. During tli first eighty years of 
this century the rents of the whole of 
England rose 16°3 per cent., whereas with 
regard to the rents in Wales during the 
same period they rose 69°9 per cent. 
This fact in regard to the greatly en- 


hanced rise of rent in Wales, as compared 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 


{COMMONS} 


The House will | with England during the present century, 
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is afact of fundamental importance in the 
case we are now discussing. That is the 
reason why [ feel that, although we wel- 
come some of the provisions of this Bill, 
we should make it perfectly clear 
what the state of agriculture in Wales 
really is, and prove that Wales in this 
respect is in a worse — than 
England. Wales has had a_ certain 
amount of relief, although only oneasane 
by the rise in prices, but beyond this fact 
the question is one of very serious 
moment when we realise the steady de- 
population which is going on in the rural 
districts of Wales. Here are one or two 
facts which will explain the position 
clearly to the House: At the beginning 
of this century the population of W ales 
was about 500,000, but since that time 
it has increased 100 per cent. Side by 
side with this upward movement of the 
population in Wales there is this serious 
fact, that from the year 1840 and onwards 
there has been an alarming decrease in 
the agricultural population. I will give 
two instances bearing upon this fact. In 
a rural sanitary district of which I have 
personal knowledge, and where [ live, 
there were in the year 1891 over 2,200 
less people living there than ten years 
before, and during the last fifty years 
there has been an actual increase in the 
rural population of the country. This 
falls short of the natural increase by 
132,000 people. This 
the draining of the population in rural 
districts is a very serious one. First of 
all it has a very direct bearing upon the 
labour problem, and no one who has any 
knowledge whatever of the agriculture al 
conditions of Wales and Welsh life can 
deny that this is a very serious question 
at the present moment, and unless some- 
thing is done of a far more drastic nature 
than will be accomplished by this Bill, I 
fear that the agricultural outlook in 
Wales from this standpoint is not a very 
bright one. But not only is this con- 
stant draining of the best life of the 
country through the depopulation of the 
rural districts a serious matter from an 
agricultural point of view, but it is also 
serious from a national standpoint. I 
would like to corroborate what has already 
been said in regard to the best life of 
Wales lying in the rural districts, and it 
depends very largely upon agricultural 


question of 





561 


condi 
there 
main 
ditiol 
feel 

in a 
direc! 
be pe 
I mu 
me il 
to C2 
majo) 
in res 
tions 
very 
Secre 
latior 
to g 
never 
sentil 
to sa 
small 
of th 


*MI 
E.): 
fell fi 
as to 
small 
few r 
that 
measi 
Act o 
of tl 
defee 
to re] 
legisl. 
of th 
than 
entitl 
quest 
missk 
large 
as wi 
The \ 
great 
repre: 
a W 
partic 
impor 
point 
unans 
to by 
canne 
my h 
ratin; 
from. 
ings j 


the f 








560 


ary, 
the 
the 
wel- 
Bill, 
lear 
ales 
this 
han 
ain 
wry, 
‘act 
ous 
de- 
ral 
Wo 
ion 
ing 
les 
me 
by 
the 
us 
rds 
in 
ive 
In 
ive 
ve, 
00 
u's 
Urs 
he 
his 
by 
of 
ral 
of 
he 
ny 
ral 
an 
on 


an 


ly 
of 


val 








56] Agricultural 


conditions whether these people remain 
there or not. If you want them to re- 
main on the soil you must make the con- 
ditions of their life more satisfactory. I 
feel that this Bill, though it is a step 
in advance, and a step in the right 
direction, is a very small measure. I will 
be perfectly frank with the Government. 
I must differ from my hon. friend below 
me in saying that I never expected them 
to carry out the wishes of the great 
majority of the tenant farmers of Wales 
in regard to the unanimous recommenda- 
tions of that Commission. I remember 
very well a few months ago the Home | 
Secretary saying that if we required legis- 
lation of that kind we must go elsewhere 
to get it. I recognise that fact, but 
nevertheless I feel it my duty, as repre- 
senting a large agricultural constituency, 
to say that, although I welcome this 
small Bill, I do not accept it as a solution 
of the Welsh land question. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I cannot entirely agree with what 
fell from my hon. friend who last spoke 


as to this Bill being alvogether a very | 
small step in the right direction, In the | 


few remarks [ shall make I shall point out 
that this Bill is distinctly a retrograde 
measure from the position taken up in the 
Act of 1883. At any rate, the intention 
of the Legislature in 1883, however 
defective in working out, seems to me | 
to represent a more progressive stage of | | 

| 


legislation, judged from the point of view 
of the tenant farmer and of agriculture, 

than the present Bill does. I ‘have been 
entitled to form an opinion on the Welsh 
question, because the Agriculture Com- 
mission on which I sat examined a 
large number of Welsh witnesses as well 
as witnesses from England and Scotland. | 

The Welsh witnesses were gentlemen of | 
great ability, and some of ‘them strong | 
representatives of the landlord interest 
in Wales. I remember one witness in | 
particular, Mr. Tennant, gave extremely 
important evidence from the landlords’ 
point of view which went to establish 
unanswerably the general case referred 
to by my hon. and learned friend. I 
cannot quite assent to the attitude which 
my hon, friends have taken up in sepa- | 
rating the Welsh land question absolutely 
from the question of agricultural hold- | 
ings in England and Scotland. Granting | 
the full strength of the historical argu- | 
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ments as affecting the tenure of land, I can- 
not admit for a moment that the economie 
arguments or the legal and equitable 
arguments are at all different in the case 
of Welsh farmers from similar arguments 
in the case of tenant farmers in England 
and Scotiand. After very careful con- 
sideration of the evidence it seems to me 
that the arguments are very much the 
same as those which induced Sir James 
Caird and other thoughtful economists and. 
agricultural reformers to advocate much 
the same group of reforms for England 


_and Scotland which the Welsh Land Com: 


mission recommended for Wales. I wish 
to make my own position clear with 
regard to the Report of the Welsh Land 
Commission, because I do not admit that 
any special reasons—economic or legal 
exist for the carrying out of these reforms 





‘in Wales which do not exist to an almost 


equal or even a greater extent in some of 
the counties of England and Scotland. 
Before the House assents to the Third. 
Reading of this Bill, as I have no doubt 
it will, [ wish in the first place to express. 
my personal regret that the President of 
the Board of Agriculture is unable to be 
present to-night to bring this Bill 
to a conclusion, much as I differ from: 


many of the arguments which he has 
advanced during the passage of the 


measure through the Honse. It seems to: 
me that this Bill represents a large ex- 
tension of the power of the landlords in 
this country. + do not know if the House 
generally realises how much greater the 


| power of the landlords will be in dealing 


with their tenants as a result of this Bill. 
In the first place, while the Bill does not 
carry out a change suggested by many. 
agricultural reformers, that both parties: 


| should have equal rights to put the Act 


it gives to the landlord 
bring the whole of the 
claims he can make at common law 
into arbitration as a_ set-off against the 
claim of the tenant, and the landlord’s 
claim can now be enforced even if it exceeds 
the amount which the tenant can prove 
That 
is a distinet and very important alteration 
of the law. Under the Agricultural 
Holdings Act of 1883 the landlord could 
not enforce any counterclaim for a larger 
amount than the amount awarded as com- 
pensation to the tenant. If a tenant 
established a claim for improvements of 
£200 under the schedule of the Act of 
1883, and his landlord were able to set up. 


into operation, 
the right to 











1563 Agricultural 
a counter-claim for dilapidations for £300 
or £400, he would not be able to recover 
more than £200; but by the present Bill 
the landlord can enforce his full claim even 
if it exceeds the claim established by the 
tenant. Then, again, he has a longer period 
for introducing his claim. Seven days after 
the commencement of the arbitration he 
may spring any number of claims on the 
tenant—claims which in my opinion 
ought not to be sprung on the tenant at 
all. Insome parts of Scotland and also 
in Lincolnshire arbitrators have held that 
a receipt for rent should be held to bar 
claims for previous dilapidations, and 
that estates ought to be managed so 
earefuliy that it should be the duty 
of the landlord to inform the tenant at 
the earliest possible moment if he were 
not properly treating the land, and 
that arrears for dilapidation and waste 
should not be allowed to accumulate, 
and that therefore the landlord should 
be prevented from springing such un- 
limited claims on the tenant. Then, 
again, I maintain that it is a very wrong 
thing for the Government to provide no 
limitation whatever after two of its mem- 
bers—the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the President of the 
Board of Agriculture—had signed a recom- 
mendation that in regard to yearly 
tenancies the limit for counter-claims 
should be two years. The present limit 
is four years, and the universal demand 
has been that it should he limited to two 
years, but under this Bill the landlord 
‘would be perfectly tree to set up counter- 
claims without any limitation whatever, 
unless, of course, the tenant set up the 
statute of limitations to bar that. That 
would mean at best a six years limit, and 
the result will be that many tenants will 
be frightened out of making any claim 
whatever for improvements by the fact 
that the landlord might ! ring in unlimited 
counter-claims, and so place them in 
the invidious position of having to set 
up the statute of limitations. That is 
placing the tenant in a very unfair 
position. The third point in which it 
seems to me that the position of the land- 
lord is strengthened is the alteration with 
regard to freedom of sale of produce. 
The President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture has stated that he will introduce in 

another place some further alterations 

into the fourth subsection of Clause 1, 

but the Bill as it stands will undoubtedly 

place the landlord in a position in which 


Mr. Channing. 


{COMMONS} 
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| he can bar the right of freedom of sale 
by special agreement as to the amount 
of manurial return, and in the case of 
holdings near large towns when it has 
been understood that there was perfect 
freedom, the tenant sending on his pro- 
duce and carting back manure, a perfectly 
fair arrangement might thus be set aside, 
| The next point in which the landlord jg 
placed in a stronger position than he jg 
now, is that the parties will not be on an 
equality as regards the serving of notices, 
The main extension of the landlord’s 
power is one, however, which I think 
neither the House nor the country haye 
fully grasped the meaning of. — It is 
rather a difficult question to explain, as I 
found myself when I endeavoured to ex. 
plain it to some practical farmers at the 
Council Meeting of the Chambers in 
Westminster Hall. The first sub-section 
of Clause 2 undoubtedly gives to the 
landlord a power which he does not at 
present possess of depriving his tenant of 
any right to have recourse to the arbi- 
tration procedure provided under the Act. 
The landlord will now be enabled to insist 
on an agreement in regard to arbitration, 
not only as to the conditions under which 
settlements are to be arrived at, but 
that on his estate all disputes are to be 
referred to Mr. So and So. It is desir- 
able that the landlord and tenant should 
he free to agree as to the scales of com- 
pensation for various improvements at 
the beginning of the tenancy. It is also 
perfectly reasonable that when claims are 
made for compensation for improvements 
at the end of the tenancy, the time and 
mode of payment should be settled by 
agreement, but there is a tremendous 
difference between the old Act and the 
Bill, because under the Bill the arbitrator 
is bound to have regard to any agree- 
ment that may be in force at the time. 
An agreement may have been entered into 
vears and years before without any conside- 
ration of the special circumstances under 
which the tenancy may be terminated, 
and it is not in the interest of fair and 
reasonable procedure we are providing 
in the Bill that we should give to 
the landlord the power of being able 
to say to the tenant, “There is a 
clause in your agreement which _pre- 
vents your doing anything under the 
Act. You may think you are able to 
proceed to arbitration provided by the 
the Act of Parliament, but your agree- 
ment bars that, and you are absolutely at 
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my mercy.” That is a very important 
alteration, and [ may say I was_ pro- 
foundly disappointed when the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board 
of Agriculture finally refused to remove 
that enormous power from the hands: of 
the landlords. It seems to me that this 
is a “take it or leave it” Bill, and that 
landlords and agents will be enabled to 
force estate agreements on the tenants 
wherever they are in a strong enough 
position. For these and other reasons I 
feel very strongly as to the character of this 
Bill, which, if this tremendous power were 
removed from the landlords, might, with 
Amendments, be made a very useful and 
desirable measure. I now turn to the 
other side of the picture. What does the 
tenant get out of this Bill? He gets the 
right to make a garden under one acre, 
the right to plant an orchard, also under 
one acre, and the right to make osier beds 
under one acre. He will also get a few 
shillings for the droppings of his horses, 
which will be a most trivial compensation. 
Then there is also a trivial concession for 
temporary pasture. And even that is 
made wholly prospective. I put down, 
in pursuance of the suggestion of Mr. 
Clare Sewell Read, a proviso that in 
the case of temporary pasture, compen- 
sation would be given for the improve- 
ment-if made not more than three years 
before the end of the tenancy ; but even 
this concession was rejected when moved 
by my hon. friend the Member for 
North Hampshire. [should have thought 
that some appreciation of what the 
tenants of England, especially in the 
Eastern Counties, have done during the 
last years to keep themselves and the 
landlords going would have been shown. 
But no; the concessions which have been 
given to the tenants are really too trivial 
tomention. There will be no real extension 
of their powers under this Bill, whereas 
enormous powers are given to the land- 
lords. [must say that I do wish that we 
had in this House a few representatives 
of the farming interest. That would be 
a very good thing for us, and [ would not 
care whether they sat on the Conserva- 
tive benches or on these benches; I 
would welcome them all the same. 
The Government have rejected many 
suggestions made by the Chambers 
of Agriculture, and many suggestions 
made by the Commissions; they have 
rejected the principle of giving the 
tenant treelom in carrying out improve- 


{19 Juty 1990} 
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ments suitable for his holding, and the 
principle that a tenant farmer should be 
placed in the same position as every 
other temporary holder of real estate who 
is dispossessed of it and loses trade inte- 
rests and goodwill thereby. The Govern- 
ment have also rejected the Amendment, 
which was supported by the Chamber of 
Agriculture, as regards the laying down 
of permanent pasture. It seems to me 
that the tenant farmers of England, who 
are mainly supporters of the party oppo- 
site, have been treated in this Bill with 
singular ingratitude. The Government 
have thrown away an enormous oppor- 
tunity of dealing with a great economic 
question which is of vast importance to 
tne country. It was the best type of 
tenant farmers who during the period of 
depression kept the landlords going, 
proving that agriculture in qualified 
hands is a sound and progressive in- 
dustry. But it is a terrible thing that, 
as a conclusion of all these Commissions 
and inquiries, and as a wind up of all 
the information which has been received 
as to the causes of agricultural depres- 
sion, this trampery measure should be 
the result, and that it, should give in- 
creased powers to the landlords, who 
have done so much to hinder agriculture 
in the past, and should have no regard 
for the equitable rights of the tenants or 
the economic rights of the State. 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): [ should like to deal 
with the debate as far as it has pro- 
gressed, It is significant to us on this 
side of the House that the debate should 
have been opened by a Scotch Member 
who dwells in London, and who has never 
owned or occupied any agricultural land 
whatever. Then we have had the inter- 
vention of the distinguished representa- 
tive from England who has just sat down, 
and, in accordance with his reputation, 
he has spoken at great length. [ cannot 
help telling the hon. Member, in all 
courtesy and all straightforwardness, that 
in the general opinion of all agricul- 
turists in this country, whether occupiers 
or owners, inasmuch as he has not had 
the advantage of any practical acquaint- 
ance with the subject, he is regarded 
merely as an agricultural phonograph, 


and that agriculturists are not prepared 
to accept his opinions on these questions. 
li there 


is one branch of industry 
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with which it is 
should have a 


more than another 
necessary that a man 
practical acquaintance before he lays 
down the law, it is agriculture. 
We have heard nothing but groans from 
our acquaintance, who has nothing what- 
ever to do with the practical management 
of land either as farmer or owner. He 
has been talking in many instances to 
those who have spent their whole lives as 
owners or farmers, and who knew the 
practical economic conditions of land 
management. The propositions which he 
has laid down are for the most part 
rotten and altogether untenable, and 
would never have been laid down by any- 
one who had not the audacity of ignor- 
ance in these matters. We have heard of 
the intervention of Scottish pedants, and 
of the agricultural phonographs, but the 
intervention of the Welsh Members is of 
another character. I welcome with all 
cordiality their perfectly different tone. 
The name oftenest used by the Welsh 
Members in support of their views is 
that of a noble relative of mine; but 
perhaps I have talked over this subject 
more frequently with him than they have, 
and know more of his opinions than they do. 
I have the honour and pleasure of being the 
representative of an English constituency 
separated from Wales only hy an imagin- 
ary line. Therefore, it can well’ be 
imagined that the Welsh case has parti- 
cular interest for me; and sometimes I 
could not help wondering whether the 
hon. Members from Wales have not mis- 
taken their own case. At any rate, these 
hon. Members will not accuse me of any 
want of courtesy if Ido not agreewiththem. 
Some of their arguments are difficult to 
understand. One hon. Member said that 
the loss when a change of tenancy occurred 
was very considerable to the tenant ; but 
it should be remembered that the loss to 
the owner is just as great as to the tenant. 
Then something was said about the acute 
differences which exist in Wales, because 
the landlord holds a creed different from 
that of his tenant, the landlord being a 
member of the Established Church, and 
the tenant a Nonconformist. But we 
have instances in England, Scotland, Ire- 
land, and parts of Wales where large 
landowners belong to the Roman Catholic 
Church, and yet they are on absolutely 
good terms with the Protestant tenants 
on their estates. I do not think it is a 
sound argument to say that in Wales 
there is an acute divergence between 


Colonel Kenyon-Slauncy. 
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landlord and tenant because they are of 
different creeds. We were told that one 
of the reasons why Wales had a right to 
difference of treatment to the rest ‘of the 
United Kingdom was that, most unfortu- 
nately, the agricultural population there 
was decreasing, and that the competition 
for farms was enormous. It seems 
to me that these arguments are cop. 
Then a 
statement was made that in Wales there 
had been a very considerable rise in the 
value of the rental of land. Let the hon, 
Gentleman who used that argument go 
into an estate office and see the enormous 
increase in the amount spent on farms 
and on farm buildings by the landlords, 
For many years I have been an active 
trustee on the largest estate in Wales, 

and I can say without fear of contr: die. 
tion that the expenditure of late 
years on estates in Wales has been so 


great as to justify, at any rate, some 
improvement in the rent. It is curious 
to me that the argument has been 
raised that there has been a_ greater 


demand for land than in England. Is 
there not something in this : that in Wales 
there are smaller holdings and smaller 
farms than exist in some portions of Eng- 
land?) It is well known that even in 
England the demand for small farms is 
considerable and satisfactory, and the 
demand for large farms is often deficient. 
I come to another question of which | 
may be expected to know something. I 
have a warm feeling for Wales by ev ery 
tie of neighbourhood and family descent. 
I live in the county I represent, which 
is only separated from Wales by an arti- 
ficial line. There are several estates 
partly in Shropshire and partly over the 
Welsh border. Now I have been told 
that on these estates, on one side of the 
river or high road, there is absolute content- 
ment on the part of the tenants with their 
tenure, and absolutely none of the feelings 
described by hon.Gentlemen opposite. But 
on merely crossing the river or road you 
find tenants, who hold from the same 
landlord and on the same tenure, with a 
hopeless and burning desire for a change 
of their condiiion. ‘It me rely means that 
where the English system has penetrated 
with the greatest vigour, there the Welsh 
national desires seem to have lessened 
and the national feeling seems to 
have become less acute. The argu- 
ment, therefore, is to further in- 
troduce the English system instead of 
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the Welsh, which the hon. Gentleman | hon. and gallant Member for Newport on 
wishes to champion and uphold. Although | the very excitable performance which he 
I frankly admit the right hon. Gentle- | has just made, which can only be explained 
man has a right to use the results of the | on the suspicion that the hot weather has 
Welsh Land Commission in his favour, | affected him. His attack on the hon. 
[hold to my opinion that the attempt to | Member for East Northamptonshire 
raise What I believe to be an absolutely | was exceedingly uncalled for and un- 
artificial distinction between the condition | justifiable. I attended some of the 
of Wales and that of England must be | meetings of the Grand Committee on 
extremely bad in the first instance to the | Trade when this Bill was under discussion, 
Welsh farmers. I cannot help feeling and I found my hon, friend addressing 
that as we thresh out this question we | himself to the details of the Bill in a 
shall approach a state of things in which | most intelligent manner, which showed 
Wales will not be unwilling to learn what | that his study of the questions at issue 
England has to teach, and E ngland will had been very thorough. It is remark- 
not be unwilling to learn what “Wales has | able that, although the hon. Member 
to teach. I believe that there is rather | for New port made this attack in sweep- 

alurking desire inthe background on the ing terms on the hon Member for 
part of some hon. Gentlemen to create East Northamptonshire, he has not con- 
something dangerously akin to that dual | descended to address himself to a single 
ownership which has been the curse of | point of criticism of the Bill before the 
the sister isle. I am therefore one of House. The hon. Gentleman has taken 
those who welcome this Bill, all the more upon himself to speak on behalf of the 
because it is not what it is the fashion to, tenant farmers of Wales as well as of 
call a drastic Bill. I am afraid drastic England. He complained of my hon. 

legislation is generally dangerous legis- | friend as being a mere agricultural phono- 
lation, and introduced ‘by the most ignor- | "graph, but I cannot say that my hon. 
ant sections of the legislature. Therefore, friend is a phonograph of Welsh opinion. 
inasmuch as this Bill proceeds on moder- The Welsh farmers have spokesmen on 
ate lines, it is, I believe, all the more their own behalf, although it seems to 
likely to be useful. Though it does have been reserved for the hon. Gentle- 
not embody all the — suggestions’ man who represents the English consti- 
we could have wished, it does tuency of Newport to voice the real 
embrace many which are extremely | grievances of the Welsh tenant farmers. 

valuable and likely to do good. It does; The hon. Member said that he had a 
uot go as far as many of those interested | practical acquaintance with agriculture, 
in agriculture would have liked to go;, but he will allow me to say that his views 
but it may be amended in that direction on this subject are rather vitiated, to the 
it a future time. It, however, meets | extent that he represents only one party 
wints wanting remedy, and will place the and not the other. His views on this 
wnditions of landlord and tenant on a/ question might be as unconscionable as 
letter footing. It may be that some mine would be on a bill of costs. After 


J ‘uture Parliament will take up all the all, he represents the landlord interest, and 


Acts on agricultural tenancy, and codify | he understands it from that point of view. 
them in a form which will be much more ; Undoubtedly he knows something about 
intelligible than now to people who are Welsh estates; but, unfortunately, he 
inaequainted with the law. I think the represents the best Welsh estates. He 
weeption given to the Bill has been in| does not know anything of the Welsh 
iir accordance with its merits. Those | estates of which we complain, and to 
vho have no political end in view, but | which both the majority and the minority 
ily a desire to see a moderate change of the Welsh Commission referred. If 
in the agricultural and_ social conditions all the estates were managed like those 
if the United Kingdom, welcome the Bill, with which the hon. Member is identified, 
ad the Government may rest assured I venture to say that the Welsh land 
that it will be so received in all parts of | question would never have reached the 
ibe country. _ acute phase which the House is forced to 
, recognise as now existing, by the fact that 

| We are taking three or four hours in dis- 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon | cussing these points. Therefore, the hon, 

Soroughs): I cannot congratulate the | | Gentleman is not a ver y good witness in 
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a matter of that sort. I disagree with 
the hon. Member for East Northampton- 
shire as much as the hon. Member for 
Newport on certain points. Neither of the 
two hon. Members really understands the 
Welsh Jand question. My hon friend, it 
is true, sat on the Agricultural Commis- 
sion, and upon the basis of certain evidence 
given before that Commission he comes 
to the conclusion that the Welsh question 
is practically identical with the English 
question. I will tell the hon. Member 
why he should not come to that con- 
clusion. The Welsh tenant farmers in 
fact practically ignored that Commission. 


Agricultural 


The enly evidence given was by Welsh | 


landowners and agents, and only one or 
two tenants. But before the Welsh 
Land Commission evidence was given by 
Welsh tenant farmers from all over 
Wales, and they did not think it worth 
their while to come up to London to give 
evidence before the English Commission, 
especially when, with oneortwoexceptions, 
they had no confidence in its members. 
The real difficulty in the case of Wales is 
not altogether economic. It is to a large 
extent a question of sentiment. It is all 
very well for the hon. Gentleman to say 
that when he comes to Shropshire he finds 
no difficulty. But it is very curious that 
wherever you get a Celtic peasantry, 
whether it be in the Highlands of Scot- 
land, or in Ireland, or in Wales, there is 
the same difficulty—namely, the senti- 
mental clinging to the soil, which renders 
it hard for them to judge the question of 
rent from a purely commercial point of 
view, impartially and calmly ; it seems to 
hamper their judgment altogether. The 
hon. Gentleman knows very well that 
when you get hold of one of these peasants 
ona small farm in the hills, he will pay 
any rent up to the last penny in his pos- 
session before he will quit his farm. It 
is not the owners of estates represented 
by the hon. Member for Newport that 
will take advantage of that sentiment. 
They know that these men are very good 
tenants. But the difficulty comes in 
when you come to the small landowners, 
especially when you come to the men who 
invest in land and want it to pay 4 and 
5 per cent. These take advantage of the 
sentimental weakness of the peasant, 
and utilise that in order to raise 
the rent and extort from him 
the uttermost farthing; and when that 
fails they let the holding to another man 
who would be also ready to pay his last 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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|penny. The English tenant farmer, on 
| the other hand, is much cooler, and takes 
/a more or less commercial view of the 
transaction. He says, “This land does 
not pay me,” and he gives it up. Un. 
fortunately that is not the case with the 
small farmers in Wales, Scotland and 
Ireland, who go on borrowing from each 
other to keep on their holdings until the 
whole community is more or less bank. 
rupt. I wish to call attention to the way 
in which the Government has been deal- 
ing with these Commissions on Agri- 
‘culture and the Land question. We 
| have had an Agricultural Commission for 
England and Wales, which made two or 
three recommendations. They brought 
in an interim Report in 1896, and the 
' moment it was presented there was legis- 
lation upon it—so far as it was favour. 
| able to the landlords—almost before the 
ink with which it was written was dry. 
Then we waited for two or three years, 
until we got the final Report of the Com- 
mission, with recommendations in favour 
of the tenant farmer ; but session after 
session passed before we got this Bill. 
And what do we find? That the Bill 
does not carry out the moderate recom- 
mendations of that Commission, and falls 


short even of the recommendations 
most favourable to the — landlords 
ever presented to Parliament. That 
is the way in which the landlords 
and tenant tarmers of England 


have been treated by the Government. 
Well, there is the Welsh Land Com- 
mission, which presented a Report at the 
end of 1895. There were a few recom- 
|mendations made unanimously by that 
Commission, which included the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Swansea, 
Lord Kenyon, and Professor Scebohm 
—all Liberal Unionists, but  gentle- 
men who understood Welsh agricultural 
questions, and who were large Welsh 
landlords. Surely the Government 
might have taken their recommenda- 
tions, because they represented the mini- 
mum of the Welsh tenant farmers’ claims; 
but they absolutely ignored these recom- 
mendations. Then there was the Com- 
| mission on Local Taxation, which made 
/an interim Report in favour of a dole to 
another section of the supporters of Her 
| Majesty’s Government, and that was em- 
| bodied in legislation in the same session. 
That is the way in which these Commissions 
and their Reports have been dealt with. 
| Whenever there is a recommendation 
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which is favourable to the landlords and 
the Government supporters, we get legis- 


lation ; but when it is for the benefit of | 
the tenant farmer we get a niggardly | 


Bill like this before the House. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS - OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire): I have only a few words 
toadd in support of the strong case which 
has been made out by my hon. friend, 
nt [am unwilling to give a silent vote 
upon this matter, because this is the only 
opportunity I shall have of giving voice 
to the opinion of the great majority of 
my constituents. We have heard that 
there is very little difference between the 
Welsh and English cases, but that is clis- 
proved by the fact that while the English 
Members have dealt freely with the Bill 
itself, the Welsh Members have not 
thought it worth while to criticise the 


Bill itself, but have spoken on_ the 
Amendment of my _ hon. friend the 
Member for Kast | Glamorganshire. 


It appears to me that the provision 
for compensation is good so far as it 
goes, but it does not meet the demands 
of the Welsh people. It has been said 
that the ordinary relation of landlord and 
tenant as created by English law is a 
relation such as no Christian man would 
offer and no sane man would accept, and 
there is a great deal of truth in that 
remark, Something has been done to 
mitigate the inequity of the law by 
previous Agricultural Acts, but there are 
two hardships which are involved in the 
relationship of landlord and tenant. The 
first is due to the doctrine that whatever 
is placed in the soil adheres to the soil 
and is the property of the landlord—that 


enables the landlord to confiscate the im- | 


provements of the tenant ; and the second 
is insecurity of tenure, which by law is 
only from year to year. 
aware that the English tenant regards 
his position as tenant far more from 


a commercial point of view than the 


Welshman. A short time ago a friend 
told me that in his part of the country 
it was a regular thing for tenants, 
if thev felt the least disinclination to 
continue on their farms, to give notice at 
once and remove elsewhere, without the 
least consideration as to whether it was 
their ancestral home or not. Now I can 
speak with considerable confidence of the 
Welsh temperament, and I can say that 
the Welsh tenant does not move from a 
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I am quite | 
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| farm upon which his ancestors have lived 
| without great difficulty or great disagree- 
ment with his landlord, and when he does 
move he does not move far. He desires 
| to live in the same parish, orat any rate the 
/same county. He does not so much want 
to be compensated for improvements 
which he has made as to be secure in his 
holding. My hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for Newport spoke of Shropshire, 
and I do not deny that he is perfectly 
acquainted with that county and the parts 
of Wales bordering on that county, but 
it is a matter of common knowledge 
that there is debateable — land 
on the frontier between two different 
races where the one blends into the other, 
and that is the case with Wales and 
Shropshire. English influence has spread 
along the valley of the Severn, and the 
farmers on the east side are a very 
different class to the farmers on the hills 
on the west side, and what my hon. and 
gallant friend said of his Flint and Denbigh 
neighbours may be perfectly true, but 
when you come to the men who live upon 
the hills, who speak Welsh as their native 
language, and only speak English for its 
commercial convenience, you come to a 
totally different economic condition of 
things. Those are the men who, above all, 
are pressing for security of tenure in their 
holdings. My hon. and gallant friend 
made the claim on behalf of Welsh land- 
lords that they had spent a great deal of 
money upon building, but, if he is cogni- 
sant of the management of a large estate, 
he may have had to deal with borrowing 
from land improvement companies for 
improving estates held by tenants for 
life, and if he has he will know that as a 
rule the justification given to the Board 
of Agriculture for imposing these burdens 
on the fee simple is that they are needed 
to maintain the existing rents. My 
strong inclination is to believe that the 
expenditure which has been made upon 
different estates, though excellent in 
itself, is an expenditure which does 
not justify the raising of rents, but 
one which simply puts the house in 
a condition in accordance with modern 
civilisation, and the modern standard 
of comfort. With regard to dual 
ownership, | do not advocate it, and I 
have heard it disclaimed by the Welsh 
farmers, who do not want it. They want 
| security of tenure against capricious evic- 
tion. The days of capricious eviction 
are over, but apprehensions of it still pre- 
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vail, and it is a great social evil that the 
Welsh farmers think themselves unable | 
to speak out their minds in matters of | 


Agricultural 


politics or religious conviction lest it | 


should lead to such capricious eviction. [| 
regret that the Government, from their 
fanatical desire for uniformity, have 
refused to give consideration to the 
special case of the Welsh tenant farmer, 
and hope that if they have another lease of 
power they will take care to do so ina 
future session. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RoseErT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs): I very 
much regret the absence of my right hon. 
friend the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, but I think that, had he been 
here, he would have had every reason to 
be satisfied with the debate that has taken 
place. There has been in all parts of 
the House a recognition of the fact that 
the Bill marks a substantial step in ad- 
vance. All are agreed that the Bill is 
not quite satisfactory, but in all quarters 
it has been recognised that it has done a 
great deal in simplifying the procedure, 
and that it has done away with one! 
grievance—that it has enlarged the scope 
in which compensation can be claimed in 
urban districts. It is true that we have 
had expressions of satisfaction from all 


quarters, and the only exception from the 


general unanimity has been in the speech of 
the hon. Member for East Aberdeenshire, 
who denounced the Bill root and branch ; 
but I appeal from the hon. Member to 
the Scottish Chamber of Agriculture, a 
highly representative body, and one 
thoroughly conversant with the subject 
both in practice and theory. That 
Chamber formally declared that the Bill 
would be of substantial benefit to landed 
proprietors as well as to tenants, and 
would contribute to a_ considerable 
extent to promote the _ interests 
of agriculture in the country. The 
criticisms of English Members have been 
devoted entirely to details, and in some | 
of these criticisms they are wrong. T he | 
hon. Member for East Northamptonshire | 
appears to think the Bill confers on the | 
landlords, with regard to claims, privi- | 
leges which they did not previously 
enjoy. 
mistaken. 
The hon. 


and tenant alike. Member has 
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The main effect of the Bill is | 
to do what is in the interests of landlord | 
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appreciate what the scope and effect of 
the Bill are. Passing to the friendly 
criticismsof the Welsh Member s, they have 
recognised that, while the B ill does notdoall 
they could wish, it makes a substantial 
| step in advance. This will be a great 
| satisfaction to the President of the Board 
| of Agriculture. It was suggested that 
Wales should be accorded separate treat- 
ment in respect of agricultural land, 
| Wales would lose more “than she would 
gain if separate treatment were estab- 
lished. The hon. Member for Carnarvon 
said the population of Wales was Celtic, 
and there was such “ earth-hunger ” th: at 
the tenants would pay any rents rather 
than quit their homes. I do not believe 
this is a matter of race; it is much 
more a matter of economic condition, 
In many parts of the country owing 
to accidental circumstences there are 
no facilities for enterprise of any other 
kind. There are no industrial openings, 
and the only career a man_ feels he 
has open to him is to farm his land 
as his fathers did before him. As other 
industries are opened up the most malig- 
| nant symptoms of this “ earth- hunger” 
will disappear in Wales as_ elsew here. 
Complaint has been made that the Report 
of the Welsh Land Commission with re- 
| gard to the circumstances of Welsh agri- 
| culture has been ignored ; but it is not fair 
to say that, because several very im- 
portant recommendations of the Commis- 
sion have been given effect to in the Bill. 
Then, three suggestions have been made. 
| The first was that there ought to be com- 
pensation for disturbance, and, in fact, 
fixity of tenure. I ask hon. Members 
who make that suggestion to bear in mind 
that there is an increasing disinclination 
on the part of farmers to hind themselves 
down on the land for any long period. Is 
a tenant farmer to have the right to stop 
as long as he likes on the land, while he 
| is not to be bound to stop as long as the 
landlord may desire to have him as a 
tenant? You cannot have one-sided 
legislation of that sort. Another propo- 
sition made was that some provision ought 
| to have been made for securing compen- 
sation for improvements to the sitting 
| tenant as distinguished from the quitting 
‘tenant. Is a tenant to be able to 
require the landlord to buy his improve- 
ments, and then to have the benefit of 
them without paying any rent in respect 
of them? If we give compensation, the 








lost himself in details and has failed to | Sneveiatte result must be that what we 
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nt into one pocket we must take out of | 
the other. A third suggestion was that 
in the case of estates in Wales which got | 
into Chancery the Board of Agriculture | 
should be appointed a sort of assessor to | 
the Court of Chancery and advise the | 
judge as to the management of the | 
estates. There are grave objections to | 
such a system of dual management. | 
The hon. Member for South-east | 
Essex suggested that the law affecting | 
agriculture should be codified. I should 
be glad to see such codification | 
undertaken if it would be useful; but | 
I do not believe the ordinary tenant | 
farmer would find the benefit arising from | 
it that hon. Members expect. Anyone 
who wants to know the law about agri- 
culture will get a much better idea out of 
a text-book than out of an Act of Parlia- 
ment. If I want to know anything with 
regard to a subject with which I am not 
conversant I would much rather take up a | 
text-book, from which I should be 
sure to get a better view than by 
puzzling through an Act of Parliament. 
Isay we ought not to attach too much 
importance to the actual wording of an 
Act of Parliament. There is never any 
want of men in the profession to which I 
have the honour to belong who are ready 
to explain the most obscure Acts of | 
Parliament, and who are ready to bring 
out treatises, in which everything is made | 
as clear as possible. On the whole, [ ask 
the House without a dissentient voice to 
give a Third Reading to this Bill. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (int | 
Boroughs): I wish to join in the} 
expression of regret at the absence of | 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, and also in 
the protest against this Bill as an entirely 
insufficient measure to meet the needs of | 
the Welsh tenant farmer. I am surprised 
that the Government continue to give 
so many object lessons as to the utter | 
futility of appointing Royal Commis- 
sions. I imagine the time is not far, 
distant when gentlemen who are well 
qualified to serve on Royal Commissions | 
will absolutely decline to do so, if they 
retain any self-respect whatever, because | 
recommendations in the case of Commis- | 
sion after Commission have been delibe- | 
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rately set aside by even the Government 
which appointed the Commission. In 
the case of the particular Com- 
mission here concerned, exception has 
been taken to it because it was 
appointed by a Liberal Government. But 
it had upon it gentlemen who command 
the confidence of the vast majority of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite—men like the 
hon. Baronet the Member for Swansea 
Town and Lord Kenyon. I might give 
instances of other Royal Commissions, 
appointed by Conservative and Unionist 
Governments, which have made identi- 
cally the same recommendations, and 
which recommendations are before the 
House in the form of Bills, and yet—I 
do not know whether it is because they 
relate to Wales—those recommendations 
have been absolutely rejected by the 
present Government. I venture to think 


that this is not a proper course of pro- 


ceeding, and I trust that in future we 


' shall have a little more attention paid to 
| the findings of these Royal Commissions. 


The hon. and learned Gentleman who has 
just spoken has attacked the position 
which we, as representing Welsh ‘con- 
stituencies, have taken up. He has prac- 
tically denied that there is any difference 
whatever between Wales and England in 
regard to the conditions under which 
One of the reasons he gave 
for the land hunger that exists in Wales 
the industrial openings in 
Wales are few as compared with those 
in other parts of the kingdom. 
That, however, is not the case. 
There are plenty of industrial open- 
ings both in North and in South Wales. 
The families of tenant farmers and 
labourers who have hitherto been in the 


| employ of tenant farmers have at the pre- 
| sent time the most abundant opportunities 
possible of leaving the country, of serving 
on railways, of going to factories, mines, 


or quarries. So far as industrial openings 


‘are concerned, they exist in North and 


South Wales to as great an extent as in 
most other parts of the Kingdom. The 


‘hon. and learned Gentleman controverted 


the argument that that land hunger arises 
very largely from the fact that Wales has 


' been peopled by a Celtic race. The hon. and 


learned Gentleman adduced some _in- 
stances in which there has been Teutonic 


‘blood in the Celtic races, but there was 


one consideration he entirely forgot in 
regard to Wales, and that was the lan- 
guage. In Wales nearly a million people 
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speak the Welsh language, and a very | years ending April, 1894, show that 
large proportion of that million speak | rents in the seven eastern counties of 


Welsh alone. They hear of openings in 


the rural districts of England, but they do 


not avail themselves of them. Why is 
that the case? It is because the Welsh 
language is the language of their hearts 
and their homes, the language they have 
heard all their life, the language in which 
they have worshipped from earliest infancy. 
Hon. Members have very little idea of the 
enormous wrench it is toa Welshman, who 
has been accustomed to speak and to be 
spoken to and to worship in the Welsh 
language, to leave his home for other 
parts, even fora part in which he is certain 
to make his fortune, and to live under 
infinitely better economic conditions than 
obtain in Wales. If the hon. and learned 
Gentleman knew more of Wales in this 
respect he would understand that the 
sentimental tie—if so you like to call it 
—is extremely strong, and that it binds a 
Welshman to his own home and to the 
country in which his language is spoken. 
There ave other considerations as well. 
We have heard that holdings in Wales 
are comparatively small, but the hon. 
Member for Newport appeared to 
think the conditions were practically the 
same in England as in Wales in this 
respect. I can only take the country as 
a whole. The holdings from twenty to 
fifty acres are over 20 per cent. of the 
total of holdings in Wales, as compared 
with 14 per cent. in England ; and the 
holdings of from sixty to a hundred acres 
are over 16 per cent. of the holdings in 
Wales and only about 10 per cent. in 
England. Then again with regard to 
labour—and I would especially call at- 
tention to this point—the average number 
of labourers employed varies from ten in 
the eastern counties of England to 
five in the western counties on 
each farm; in Wales the number of 


| Wales have fallen to the level at which 
| they stood in 1864; in the six Western 
| counties they are now, in spite of the 
| depreciation, 18} per cent. higher than 
| they were in 1864, or, taking the whole 
'of Wales together, the net increase 
amounts to 7°8 per cent. In England, on 
the other hand, the rents have fallen 
| 15°2 per cent. below the level of 1864. It 
is therefore perfectly obvious that there 
is a considerable difference between Eng- 
land and Wales in this respect. There is 
one thing I very deeply regret in connec- 
tion with this Bill. The hon. and learned 
| Gentleman has spoken of it as having heen 
}agreed by us to be a substantial step 
in advance. I wish it were. It is a 
step in advance, otherwise we should be 
challenging the Third Reading ; but. to 
gay we agree it is a substantial step in 
advance is, I think, going a little further 
| than is warranted by the circumstances of 
| the case. I regret that the clause proposed 
| by the hon. Member for East Northampton- 
| shire was not included in the Bill. It 
| was based upon the unanimous recommen- 
| dation of the Welsh Land Commission. 
The recommendation was that wherever 
a tenant was capriciously evicted—that is 
to say, received notice to quit his holding 
| for inadequate reasons, or for any other 
| cause than that he had not paid his rent, 
|or that he had persisted in permitting 
| waste, and so forth—the tenant ought to 
be permitted to claim, in addition te the 
| compensation due under the the Act of 
| 1883, some compensation for disturbance. 
I regret that that has not been introduced 
|into this Bill. If that clause had been 
| inserted it would have been regarded by 
the Welsh tenant farmers as a great con- 
cession, and we should have been able to 
| say without any reservation that this Biil 
was indeed a substantial step in advance. 








labourers is from one and a half to two | It seemed to me that the hon. and learned 
on each farm. As further illustrating the | Gentleman did not deal adequately with 
economic difference between England and the question of mortgagees in possession 
Wales in this respect, I may say that the | and of trustees. There are cases in which 
Welsh farmers, their families, and the | trustees, owing to their position as 
labourers boarded on the farms, do two- | trustees, are absolutely bound to do 
thirds of the work of the farm ; in Eng- | things which, perhaps, if they had sole and 
they doonly one-third. I will give very | unfettered discretion, as individual or pri- 
shortly some official figures which show | vate owners would have, they would never 
that the land hunger in Wales must have | dream of doing. I have cases of that kind in 
affected very materially indeed the rents | my mind, and there are cases also where 
originally charged in that country. The | there are mortgagees in possession ; they 
variations in the agricultural assess- | have none of the social restraints of resi- 
ments to income tax for the twenty-nine | dent landlords ; they may be persons in 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 
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the City who do not care two straws | 


about the land or the tenant or anything 


else other than receiving as much as they | 


possibly can. C 
cases of that kind, in which great hard- 
ship has often been caused not merely to 
individual tenants, but to large bodies of 
tenants, some relief might have been 
given by the Government. It is surely 
not beyond the resources of statesmanship 
to find some means by which persons of 
that kind can be protected against per- 
sons who are obliged to act extortionately 
against their will, or against persons who 
are in possession as mortgagees and who 
sometimes act very heartlessly indeed, as 
we have known in the past. 
tome that during this Parliament Wales 
has had less reason to thank Her Majesty’s 
Government than during any preceding 
Parliament of which I have any recollec- | 
tion. We have made appeal after appeal 
to the Government of the day for justice | 
to Wales in regard to a large number of 
questions—not merely the land question 
alone, but in regard to other questions in 
which we are interested. We have laid 
before the Government recommendations 
of Royal Commissions, presented unani- 
mously by the bodies from which they 
came, but every one has been rejected. 
We have asked very little, but we have 
had from this Government still less. In 
regard to the great questions in which | 
Wales is interested—and she is interested 
I would have hon. Members know in 
different sets of questions from those in 
which English Members are interested— 
she has received absolutely nothing at 
the hands of Her Majesty’s Government. 
We do not vote against this Bill, because 
we are willing to take whatever crumb 
may fall from that Table, but we have 
at all events the right to say that this 
measure does not meet the needs or the 
requirements of the Welsh tenant farmers, 
and that the Welsh representatives in 
this House will continue to press forward 
the demands they have hitherto made 
until those demands are conceded in 
much larger measure than is the case at 
present. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


I venture to think that in | 


It appears | 


| hon. 


| occupants. 
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POST 


[THIRD READING.] 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
did not wish to weary the House, but 
there were two or three points he desired 
to have on record. He understood that 
although the Secretary to the Treasury 
was unable to assent to the striking out 
of Sub-section 3 of Clause 1, he was pre- 
pared to recommend that, as far as 
possible, the Treasury should pay the 
local . authorities the rates during the 
demolition of buildings until the post 
office was built. He further understood 
that in future the plans should be made 


' accessible to Members of the House. The 


right hon. Gentleman also promised to 
give some information as to the persons 
to be displaced, and it was further under- 
stood that the special privileges given to 
the City Corporation should be extended 
to the other local authorities affected. As 
to Clause 9, it would be an improvement 
if it were omitted altogether, as it was 
absolutely unnecessary. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton) thought he had satisfied the 
Member when the Bill was 
in Committee. He was perfectly ready 


to give the assurance with regard to the 


rates. With regard to the number of 
persons to be displaced, the Standing 
Order did not apply in London if less 
than twenty houses were taken. That 
did not happen under the Bill, as in 
Whitechapel there were only three and 
in Southwark fourteen. There was, how- 
ever, one case in which, if this were an 
ordinary private Bill, the Standing Order 
would apply, and that was the case of 
Bristol. There forty houses were to be 
taken, thereby dispossessing about 194 
It was not really possible to 
enforce any such Order on the Crown, but 
he agreed that it was perfectly right and 


| just that a rule which applied to private 
' bodies should hold good as regarded the 


Crown in a case of this kind, and the 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


| 
‘ 


Solicitor to the Post Oftice agreed with 
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him that ina case of this kind provision | 


should be made for the people displaced. 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


COUNTY COURTS 
DEPOSITS) BILL [Lords]. 


Order for consideration, as amended, 


read. 


Mr. CALDWELL pointed out that in | 
Ireland the repayment of deposits might | 


be made by an Order either of the Lord 
Chancellor or the county court. 
land it was by an Order of the Treasury. 


It was a little strange that the Treasury | 
should be asked to “make an Order in a/! 


civil matter in regard to which they could 
do practically nothing. Under the Work- | 


men’s Compensation Act there was prac- | 
tically the same subject dealt with, and | 
there the Order was by the Treasury or 
That seemed to be | 


the county court. 
the correct form, and it was a pity it was | 
not adhered to in this case. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY had no doubt 


due weight would be given to the general 


observations of the hon. Member with 
regard to the desirability of uniformity. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
LUNACY BOARD (SCOTLAND) 
(SALARIES, ETC.) BILL. 
Order for consideration, 
read. 


Mr. CALDWELL stated that when | 
this Bill was first brought in it proposed | 


to establish an entirely new principle. | 


Five hundred pounds a year was to be 


paid to men who, by Act of Parliament, | 
were bound to discharge gratuitously, as | 
public officials, the duty for which that | 
The | 
was taken | 


payment was proposed to be made. 
clause to which exception 
having been expunged, there was now no 
objection to the Bill passing. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
OIL IN TOBACCO BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 
Question proposed, — 
stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Hanbury. 
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In Eng- 


as amended, | 


‘That Clause 1| 
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Dr. TANNER moved, “That the 
Chairman do report progress, and ask 
leave to sit again” ; but the Chairman, 
being of opinion that the motion was an 
abuse of the rules of the House, declined 
to propose the Question thereupon to the 
Committee. 


Clause agreed to. 





Clause 2 : 


Question weaned, “That Clause 2 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Dr. TANNER moved, “That the 
|Chairman do report Progress, and ask 
leave to sit again but the Chairman, 
| being of opinion that the motion was an 
abuse of the rules of the House, declined 
to propose the Question thereupon to the 
' Committee. 


Clause agreed to. 
Bill reported, without amendment ; 


‘read the third time, and passed. 


emma: e AMENDMENT 

LAND) BILL [Lords]. 

Considered in Committee, and reported, 
with an Amendment. 


(SCOT- 


Bill considered, as amended ; read the 
| third time, and passed, with an Amend- 
/ ment. 


DIOCESAN RECORDS BILL | Lords]. 
| Order for Second Reading read, and 
| discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


RAILWAYS (PREVENTION 
DENTS) BILL. 


Amendments 


OF ACCI- 


Lords and 


agreed to, 


considered, 
GREENWICH HOSPITAL. 
Resolved, That the Statement of the 
estimated Income and Expenditure of 
| Greenwich Hospital and Travers’ Founda- 
tion for the year 1900-1901 be approved. 
| —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


| In pursuance of the Order of the House 
'of the 16th day of this instant July, 
| Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with- 


out Question put. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
| Twelve of the clock. 
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Friday, 20th July, 1900. 








SAT FIRST. 
The Earl of Strafford sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his brother. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord GHANCELLOR acquainted 
~ the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 


the Member. 


§ cates from the Examiners that the further 

: Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 

: ing Bill have been complied with :— 
South Wales Electrical Power Distri- 

: bution. 

And also the Certificate that the 

< Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 

; ing Bill have been complied with:— 

* London (Marylebone) 

Order. 
. The same were ordered to lie 
i Table. 


on the 


EXMOUTH URBAN DISTRICT 
: WATER BILL [H.L.]. 
> GWYREAI RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL 
5 WATER BILL [H.1.]. 
3}, Commons Amendments considered, and 
. agreed to. 





i EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 
}; eported from the Select Committee, 
i With Amendments. 


OF LONDON (VARIOUS 


- §8§6cITY 
. POWERS) BILL. 


reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


with Amendments. 





LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


with Amendments. 


VOL. LXXXVIL. [Fourtu Series.] 
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ments had laid upon the Table the Certifi- | 


Provisional , 


The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill | 


LONDON 


Reported from the Select Committee, | 
| WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 


Reported from the Select Committee, | 
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BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE’S, AND 
| LYTHAM TRAMWAYS BILL. 


| Reported, with Amendments. 


Business. 


| WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY GAS 


BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments. 


ABERDEEN 


| LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL. 


EXETER CORPORATION BILL. 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments. 


GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY BILL. 

Reported, without amendment. 

DURHAM (COUNTY OF) ELECTRIC 


POWER SUPPLY BILL. 


LANCASHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
12th day of March last, “That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tuesday 
the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2¢; 
agreed to; and Bills read 2¢ accordingly. 


MIDLAND GREAT WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY OF IRELAND BILL [H.1.]. 
Read 3", and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 
RAILWAY 


VALLEY BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


DEARNE 


GLYNCORRWG URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL GAS BILL [H.1.]. 


SEA WATER SUPPLY 
[H.L.]. 


BILL 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


BILL [H.L.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 


ments considered, and agreed to. 
Y 
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GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD, UIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [H.1.]. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD AND CENTRAL 
IRELAND RAILWAY COMPANIES 


AMALGAMATION BILL [H.L.]}. 


Reported from the Joint Committee, 
with Amendments. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [H.1.}. 

MIDLAND GREAT WESTERN RAIL- 

WAY OF IRELAND BILL [.1.]. 

GREAT SOUTHERN AND 
AND WATERFORD AND CENTRAL 
IRELAND RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [H.L.]. 

Report from the Joint Committee 

(with the proceedings of the Committee) 

made, and to be printed. (No. 196.) 


EDINBURGH (HOUSING OF THE 
WORKING CLASSES) IMPROVEMENT 
SCHEME PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL, 
(No. 201.) 


PAISLEY WATERWORKS PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. (No. 202.) 
Brought from the Commons, read 1¢ ; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 
LONDON (ST. LUKE) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


LONDON (SOUTHWARK) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order); Bills reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3¢ on Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 


VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO.- | 
(HOUSING OF 


VISIONAL ORDERS 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 3" to Order), and 

passed, 


(according 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [H.L.]. 
Commons Amendments considered (ac- 
cording to Order), and agreed to. 


{LORDS} 


be printed. 


WESTERN 


WESTERN | 
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DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 
CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 

Report from the Joint Committee that 
the said Bills ought to be allowed to pro- 
ceed; the proceedings of the Select 
Committee laid upon the Table, and to 
(No. 204.) 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 


the construction of a light railway in the 


counties of Devon and Cornwall from 
Bere Alston Station to Calstock, and 
the working of a portion of the East 
Cornwall Mineral Railway as a light 
railway. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Forty fourth Report of Her Majesty's 
Civil Service Commissioners ; with 
Appendix. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (IRELAND). 
Thirty second Report of the Deputy 
Keeper of the Records. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 
Return for the quarter ended 30th 
June, 1900. 


TRADE REPORTS — ANNUAL SERIES- 

No. 2479. Argentine Republic (Agri- 
cultural and commercial condition). 

No. 2480. Argentine Republic (Buenos 
Ayres). 

No. 2481. Chile. 

No. 2482. Greece (Finanees). 

No. 2483. Austria-Hungary. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 

Minute by the Board of Education 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught 
under Clause 8 of the Act, for the county 
of Middlesex (fifth minute). Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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Town Councils 


(PREVENTION OF 
DENTS) BILL. 
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RAILWAYS ACCI- 


Returned from the Commons with the 


Amendments agreed to. 


INEBRIATES AMENDMENT 
LAND) BILL [H.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with an Amendment; the said 
Amendment to be printed, and to be con- 
sidered on Tuesday next. (No. 194.) 


(SCOT- 


COUNTY COURTS (INVESTMENT OF 
DEPOSITS) BILL [H.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments ; the said Amend- 

ments to be printed. (No. 195.) 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 
to be printed; and to be read 2" on 


Tuesday next (The Lord Privy Seal 
[V. Cross.]) (No. 197.) 
LUNACY BOARD (SCOTLAND) SAL- 


ARIES, ETC.) BLLL. 
srought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ on Tues- 
day next (The Lord Balfour). (No. 198.) 


OLL IN TOBACCO BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and to be printed. (No. 199.) 
POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 
to be printed; and referred to 
Examiners. (No. 200.) 


COUNTY AND BOROUGH FRANCHISE 
ASSIMILATION (LONDON) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; 
and re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 


Order). 


Clause 4 :— 

*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLFour of BURLEIGH) : It is not 
quite certain to what burghs of barony 
and burghs of regality the Bill would 
apply, and the object of the Amendment 
standing in my name is to make it clear 
that it does not’ apply to any burghs 
which are not included in the Burgh 
Police (Scotland) Act, 1892. 
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Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 4, page 1, line 24, to leave out 
from ‘ burgh of regality ’ to end of clause, and to 
insert ‘ police burgh and any other burgh within 
the meaning of the Burgh Police (Scotland) 
Act, 1892, to which that Act applied from its 
commencement.’”—(Lord Balfour of Bur- 
leigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 5 to 8 agreed to. 


Clause 9 :— 

*LorpD BALFOUR or BURLEIGH . 
This clause provides the method by which 
burghs may sue and be sued, and the 
Amendment standing in my name makes 
it possible to sue in other ways and not 
to force them hack on this clause. It is 
a matter of agreement, and I do not think 
there will be any opposition. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 9, page 3, line 36, to leave out 
‘shall’ and to insert ‘may.’ ”—(Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 10 to 12 agreed to. 


Clause 13 :—- 

*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
This clause deals with the reasons which 
may disqualify a man from retaining his 
Sub-section («) pro- 
vides that a person shall not be disquali- 
fied by reason only of his having any 
share or interest in any lease, feu, sale, 
or purchase of land, or any agreement for 
the same. Some of the Scottish burghs 
have large property which is known as 
the Common Good, and owing to the 
absence of a disqualification such as this 
in the early days of the century a good 
deal of the property of the burgh was 
made use of. I think it is better that 
these words should not remain in the 
clause, and that if a man has a lease of 
land from the burgh it should disqualify 
him for a seat. 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn Clause 13, page 5, line 20, to leave out 
Sub-section (). ”_(Lord Balfour of Bur- 
leigh.) 


y 9) 
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Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 13, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 14 :— 

*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
have thought it better to delete the 
greater portion of this clause, and to sub- 
stitute words which, in the opinion of 
my Department, are clearer and _prefer- 
able as a matter of drafting, rather than 
attempt to amend the clause as it stands. 
I do not think there will be any opposi- 
tion to the Amendment, which gives 
burgh councils more power to declare as 
to the way in which a seat shall be 
vacated. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 14, page 5, line 38, to leave out 
from end of line to end of clause, and to 
insert ‘until (1) he voluntarily resigns ; or (2) 
his disqualification has been determined by an 
election court under and within the meaning 
of the Elections (Scotland) (Corrupt and 
Illegal Practices) Act, 1890, on a petition pre- 
sented within the time specified by said Act, 
by the town council or by any four or more 
electors, or, in the case of disqualification 
alleged to exist at the time of nomination or 
election, by any candidate opposing him at the 
election, provided that the last-mentioned Act 
shall be held to apply to the said petitien and 
procedure thereon, provided that in the case 
of any continuing disqualification it shall 
be competent to present such _ petition 
at any time while the disqualification 
subsists ; and provided also that if in 
the opinion of the election court any dis- 

ualified person has in the knowledge of his 
Tisentifinetion made an oath or declaration 
de fideli, or taken his seat in the town council, 
it shall be in the power of the Court to impose 
on him a fine not exceeding one hundred 
pounds, which fine shall be paid to the town 
council, and applied in such manner as they 
may direct ; or (3) a resolution declaring his 
office vacant has been passed by the town 
council at a meeting of which notice shall be 
given to the councillor in question and to the 
other councillors of the burgh at least three 
days before the date of such meeting; pro- 
vided that the said councillor shall be entitled 
to appeal against any such resolution by 
lodging a note of appeal within fourteen days 
after the date of such resolution in manner 
provided by Section 339 of the Burgh Police 
(Scotland) Act, 1892; and provided, further, 
that no such appeal shall entitle the said coun- 
cillor to vote and act as a councillor while the 
same is pending.”—(Lord Balfour of Bur- 


leigh.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 14, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 15 to 22 agreed to. 


Clause 23 :— 


{LORDS} 
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THE EArL oF CAMPERDOWN: | 
beg to move the Amendment standing in 


the name of my noble friend the Marquess 


of Huntly, the object of which is to place 
persons who are ratepayers within Royal 
burghs on exactly the same footing as 


ratepayers who reside within police 
burghs. 

Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 23, page 8, line 10, after 


‘another’ to insert ‘or their residing more 
than seven miles beyond some part of the 
municipal boundary.’ ”—(7he Ear/ of Camper- 
down.) 


*LorpD BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: | 
am prepared to accept this Amendment. 
It is an entirely proper one, and does not 
in any way touch the Parliamentary 
franchise. It gets rid of an anomaly 
which has caused a great deal of hardship, 
and I accept it on the condition that if it 
is objected to in another place—I hope it 
will not be, but it is quite possible—in 
such a way as to imperil the Bill, I shall 
not be considered bound to stand by it. 





Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 23, as amended, agreed to, 
Clauses 24 to 35 agreed to. 


Clause 36 :— 

*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
This clause deals with casual vacancies. 
It is the custom in Scotland for casual 
vacancies in town councils to be filled 
up by co-optation, but it is thought that 
when they occur at the beginning of the 
municipal year, immediately after an elec- 
tion has taken place, they should be filled 
by a new election. The Amendment 
standing in my name gives power for such 
a procedure to be adopted. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 36, page 12, line 18, at end of 
clause to insert ‘provided that any vacancy so 
occurring may, if the town council so resolve, 
be filled up ad interim as soon as may be by a 
special election by the electors, and such elec- 
tion shall be held as nearly as may be under 
the provisions of this Act, and the returning 
officer at such election shall, subject to the 
approval of the town council, fix the date ot 
the election, and shall fix the dates for the 


| issue of all necessary notices and for lodging 


and withdrawing nomination papers, so that 
the intervals between such respective «ates 
shall be the same as in the case of ordinary 
elections under this Act.’”—(Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh.) 
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Amendment agreed to. 





Clause 36, as amended, agreed to. 
) 9 8S 





Clauses 37 to 60 agreed to. 


Clause 61 :— 

*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 
This clause provides that in the event of 
the provost being prevented at any time 
from fulfilling, or failing to fulfil, any of 
the duties of his office on account of 
illness, absence from home, or from atten- 
dance at any meeting or any other cause, 
such duty shall be performed by the 
senior bailie. The clause as it stands is, 
however, too wide, as it would put the 
senior bailie on all the committees and 
trusts of which the provost is a member. 
The object of my Amendments is to limit 
the business for which the senior bailie 
should act in the absence of the provost 
simply to municipal affairs. 








Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 61, page 17, line 31, after 


‘office? to insert ‘under this Act or the 
Balfour of Burleigh.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 61, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 62 to 87, agreed to. 


Clause 88 :— 

*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
This clause deals with the case of an 
official of a burgh who has made away 





ticular rate to which the funds beiong, 
which are the matter of his misconduct. 
It is obviously a right clause. 


Amendment moved— 


25, 


“In Clause 88, page 24, line after 
‘levied’ to insert ‘or funds managed.’”— 


(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 88, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 89 to 101 agreed to. 
Clause 102 :— 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
propose to add a proviso to this clause 
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} Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892.’”—(Lord | 


with the funds, and provides that the defi- | 
ciency shall be charged against the par- | 
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for the sake of making sure that we are 
preserving the existing law in certain 
burghs whose council have the power 
of appointing one of their number as 
dean of guild. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 102, page 29, line 10, at end of 
clause to insert ‘and in any burgh where 
under the existing law it has been the custom 
of the town council to appoint a councillor to 
perform the duties and functions former! 
performed by the dean of guild in such eouncil, 
or in any dean of guild court of such burgh, 
the council may continue to make such an 
appointment, and the whole provisions of this 
Act relating to the appointment, tenure, 
vacating oftice, and supply of vacancies appli- 
cable to a bailie shall be applicable to the 
councillor so appointed.’”—(Lord Balfow of 
Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 102, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 103 to 108 agreed to. 


Clause 109 amended, and agreed to. 
Clauses 110 to 115 agreed to. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
now move a_ new clause to make sure 
that the rights of counties in certain pro- 
perties which they have, such as water- 
works and the like, shall not be affected 
by this Bill. Iam myself not quite clear 
that the clause is required, but two or 
three of the counties in Scotland have 
made representations that unless this 
clause is inserted they will run the risk 
of being deprived of their property, and 
on the whole I think it is wise to insert 
the clause. 


Amendment moved— 


‘To insert as a new clause, ‘Nothing in 
| this Act contained shall affect the rights, 
| powers, or authorities of any county council or 

district committee of a county council or local 
| authority of a county or a district of a county 
| under the Public Health (Scotland) Act, 1897 ; 
| or prejudice the provisions of Sub-sections 1 
| and 2 of Section 81 of the Local Government 
| (Scotland) Act, 1889, as amended by Section 44 
| of the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 
| 1894.’”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


| 

| New Clause agreed to. 

| 

| re-committed 
and to 

(No. 203.) 


Bill 
| Committee ; 
amended. 


to the Standing 
be printed as 
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INDIAN EXPENDITURE—REPORT OF 
THE ROYAL COMMISSION. 

*THE Eart or NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, I rise to call attention to the 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
Indian Expenditure ; to ask Her Majesty’s 
Government whether they propose to 
accept the recommendations of the 
Commission ; and to move for copies of 
any correspondence between the Secretary 
of State for India in Council and the 
Treasury on the subject. The terms of 
reference to the Royal Commission were 
that they were to inquire into the 
administration and management of the 
military and civil expenditure incurred 
under the authority of the Secretary of 
State for India in Council, or of 
the Government of India, and the 
apportionment of charge between the 
Governments of the United Kingdom 
and of India for purposes in which 
both are interested. I, however, pro- 
pose to confine my remarks to-day to the 
second head of the order of reference— 
namely, the apportionment of charge 
between the two Governments, and of 
that apportionment almost entirely to the 
charge on account of Her Majesty’s forces 
serving in India. The history of this ques- 
tion is rather a sad one. For twenty-tive 
years successive Governors General of 
India in Council and successive Secre- 
taries of State for India in Council have pro- 
tested against what they considered to be 
the excessive charge which has been put 
upon the revenuesof Indiaonaccountof Her 
Majesty’s forces serving in that country, 
lt with little or no result. They pro- 
tested against these charges under two 
heads—firstly, on the pure arithmetical 
calculations upon which’ the charges were 
founded ; and, secondly, on the ground 
that certain equitable considerations 
which ought to have been taken into 
account in settling how much India ought 
to pay had not been so taken into ac- 
count. Twenty years ago I was asked 
to preside over a small Commission to 
inquire into the subject. I had the 
assistance of two able and distinguished 
public servants—Sir Thomas Seccombe, 
of the India Office, and Sir Ralph Knox, 
of the War Office—and the Government, 
in appointing that Commission, un- 
doubtedly intended, judging from the 
words Mr. Stanhope used in the 
House of Commons, that we should 
settle the whole of this vexed question. 
after sitting ten years we determined 





{LORDS} 
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unanimously what the charge to be paid 
by India should be on the arithmetical 
basis, and the result of our work was a 
reduction of the charges against India 
of £1,000,000 sterling. We then ap- 
proached the question of the equitable 
considerations, and requested that we 
should know what was the opinion of 
the Government of India on the subject. 
We asked the noble Viscount the present 
Lord Privy Seal (Viscount Cross), who 
was then Secretary of State for India, to 
confer with India, and in March, 1890, my 
noble friend the Marquess of Lansdowne, 
who was then Governor General, sent an 
elaborate despatch home giving in full the 
opinions of the Government of India in 
respect to the equitable considerations 
which should be taken into account by 
the English Government in fixing these 
charges. I may mention, as somewhat 
important, that Lord Roberts was then 
Commander-in-Chief in India, and there- 
fore the opinion of the Government of 
India came fortified by the opinion also 
of Lord Roberts, than whom no man is 
more capable of giving an opinion upon 
the question. That despatch was not 
communicate i to the Commission over 
which I presided till the autumn of 1891, 
more than twelve months after its re- 
ceipt in this country, and then it was sent 
accompanied by two letters—one from the 
Secretary of State for War stating that, 
although not objecting to the despatch 
being sent us for consideration, he was 
not prepared to accept our opmion upon 
the matter; and the other from the 
Treasury, stating that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was also not prepared to 
accept any opinion which the Commission 
might express on this despatch. That, 
of course, put any consideration by us of 
the equitable claims of India out of the 
question. I declined to proceed with 
the matter, and se far as my Commission 
was concerned the matter dropped. I 
had some communication at that time 
with the then Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Mr. Goschen, and I suggested that a 
different kind of body should be formed 
to take these matters into consideration. 
There was, however, as your Lordships 
know, a change of Government in 1892, 
and nothing was done till 1895, when 
Sir Henry Fowler, then Secretary of State 
for India, appointed the Commission to 
the Report of which I now beg to call 
your Lordships’ attention. That is the 
history of this question. I think it is 


of the Royal Commission. 








Spi eremata 











597 
unfor 
appoi 
it by 
into 
pend. 
minw 
and 
two } 
more 
frien 
the le 
took 
be re! 
allth 
the G 
India 
ture 
come 
Ther 
of thi 
Mr. 
Caine 
but I 
the 1 
consi 
comp 
Lord 
Lord: 
years 
distir 
tary 
right 
eccuy 
conse 
vice. 
Leon 
Lord: 
tingu 
The 1 
was | 
of th 
inclu 
a ver 
Knox 
Jame 
the | 
who | 
GL 
office 
and } 
indey 
Lord: 
out oO 
Repo 
ally 
Trea 
in t] 
conn 
two | 
It is 











196 


aid 
cal 
sa 
dia 
ap 
ble 
we 


of 


nt 
ho 


ny 
1e, 
an 
he 
in 
ns 
ny 














597 Indian Expenditure—Report {20 JuLty 1900} — of the Royal Commission. 598 


unfortunate that Sir Henry Fowler, in 
appointing the Commission, overweighted 
it by adding the obligation to inquire 
into the whole question of Indian ex- 
penditure. They had to go into very 
minute statistics from the year 1860, 
and it is no wonder that they were 
two years taking evidence and three years 
more making their Report. My noble 
friend Lord Welby has been blamed for 
the length of time which the Commission 
took in making their Report ; but it must 
be remembered that they had to master 
all the details of the financial machinery of 
the Government of India in England and 
India, as well as the progress of expendi- 
ture during the last forty years. I now 
come to the Report of the Commission. 
There was a Report signed by a minority 
of three—Sir William Wedderburn, Bart., 
Mr. Dadabhai Naoroji, and Mr. W. S. 
Caine, which I have read with attention ; 
but I will confine myself to the Report of 
the majority, and it is interesting to 
consider of whom the ten members 
composing it consisted. The Chairman, 
Lord Welby, is well known to your 
Lordships as having for a great many 
years occupied with great ability and 
distinction the office of Permanent Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and has been 
rightly placed in the position he now 
eccupies in your Lordships’ House in 
consequence of that distinguished ser- 
vic. The next member was Mr. 
Leonard H. Courtney, who, as your 
Lordships know, was a very able and dis- 
tinguished Secretary of the Treasury. 
The next was Mr. W. L. Jackson, who 
was also a very distinguished Secretary 
of the Treasury. The majority also 
included Sir E. W. Hamilton, at present 
avery high Treasury official ; Sir Ralph 
Knox, Under Secretary for War; Sir 
James Peile, a distinguished member of 
the Indian Council ; Sir Andrew Scoble, 
who was also connected with India; Mr. 
G. L Ryder, a gentleman holding high 
office in the Treasury ; and Mr. Buchanan 
and Mr. (now Sir) Robert Mowbray, two 
independent Membersof Parliament. Your 
Lordships will see that no less than five 
out of the ten members who signed the 


Report of the Majority were either actu- | 
in the | 


served 


ally serving or had 
actually serving 


Treasury ; one was 


in the War Office; only two had any 
connection with India, and there were 
two independent Members of Parliament. 
It is to be noted that two members of the 


Commission, Sir Ralph Knox and Mr. 
Ryder, prepared the case of the War 
Office in answer to that which was laid 
before the Commission on the part of the 
Secretary of State for India in Council. 
Although the constitution of the Commis- 
sion might be taken exception to on 
behalf of India, I take no such exception. 
I am perfectly satisfied with the impar- 
tiality and ability of those who served ; 
but at any rate the English Government 
cannot say that there was any bias in 
favour of India in the composition of the 
Majority. Moreover, the two independent 
members of the Commission — Mr. 
Buchanan and Sir Robert Mowbray— 
made additional Reports, which were 
more favourable to India than the Report 
of the Majority. The main recommenda- 
tions of the Report were, first, a plan for 
settling any questions which might in 
future arise as to the charge for troops, 
English or Indian, lent by either Govern- 
ment to the other. I will not go into 
the details of that plan, but it 
seem to me to be a very reason- 
able one, and likely to prevent the re- 
currence of those unfortunate disputes 
which have taken place between the two 
Governments on former occasions. There 
is, however, one difficulty in regard to 
this. It is easy enough to lay down 
certain cases in which there could be no 
direct and substantial interest to India on 
the one hand, or to this country on the 
other ; but when it comes to be a question 
of doubt the point is, who is to decide 
the question? The noble Viscount oppo- 
site, Viscount Cross, when he was Secre- 
tary for India, and Sir Henry Fowler, 
when he held a similar position, came 
to the conclusion that the decision 
might be left to the two Governments 
respectively. But other high authorities, 
ineluding, I believe, the nobie Marquess 
the Prime Minister, think this would 
not be a proper arrangement. The 
second recommendation was a plan for 
settling smaller matters of dispute by 
arbitration before some judicial authority 
who would decide after hearing both 
sides. [ am not particular as to what 
arrangement is made. What I do hope 
is that some plan based upon these two 
recommendations of the Commission will 
be accepted by the Government in order 
that these disputes may be put an end to. 
Your Lordships must know howunfortunate 
it has been that educated natives in India, 
who are studying these questions, should 
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find that the Governors General, the 
Secretaries of State. and other high 
authorities have constantly asserted that 
India has been treated unjustly in these 
matters, and that no reasonable answer 
can be produced on the other side. The 
third recommendation of the Commission 
was that the arithmetical arrangement 
which was settled by the Commission 
over which I presided—£7 10s. per 
effective man—should be maintained. I 
trust that this will be accepted by the 
Government. The fourth subject is the 
equitable pleas raised on behalf of India, 
and these mainly deper nd on Lord Lans- 
downe’s despatch of 25th March, 1890, 
to which I have referred. The summary 
of that despatch, given in Lord Lans- 
downe’s evidence befare the Commission, 
was that— 

“Indian foreign policy is really determined 
by Imperial rather than by Indian considera- 
tions.” 


and— 

“The Indian Army serves for Imperial as 
well as tor Indian purposes.” 
As regards the first plea what better 
authority can there be than that of Lord 


Lansdowne in his despatch, which is 
signed also by Lord Roberts 1 He said— 


“Millions of money have been spent on 
increasing the Army of India, on armaments 
and fortifications, to provide for the security 
of India, not against domestic enemies, or to 
prevent the incursions of the warlike people of 
adjoining countries, but to maintain the 
supremacy of British power in the East. The 
scope of all these great and costly nieasures 
reaches far beyond Indian limits, and the 
policy which dictates them is an Imperial 
policy. We claim, therefore, that in the 
maintenance of the British forces in this 
country a just and even liberal view should be 
taken of the charges which should legitimately 
be made against Indian revenues.” 


That opinion, given on the authority of 
Lord Lansdowne and his Council, of 
which Lord Roberts was a member, seems 
to me to settle that matter, and I do not 
find in the Report of the Commission any 
sufficient answer to this plea. The 
second plea—namely, that the Indian 
Army serves for Imperial as well as for 
Indian purposes—it is hardly necessary 
to argue in view of the fact that 
Indian forces are now engaged in Scuth 


Africa and in China. I hear that the 
Secretary of State for India stated 
to-day in another place that 20,000 


men in all have left India either for the 
Cape of Good Hope or for China. The 


T he Earl of Northbrook. 
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Commission suggested that these two 
pleas should be considered when the capi- 
tation rate is revised, but they recom- 
mended in the meantime an immediate 
and substantial relief to the revenues 
of India of about £300,000 a year. 
Speaking for myself, I wish that the 
question could have been finally settled, 
but I think those who have been ur ging 
the question may be content by seeing 
their main arguments accepted. For my 
part [am quite ready to accept the Report 
of the Commission as I should any other 
arbitration, but with the reservation that 
India should receive proper considera- 
tion for the great delay in the settlement 
of her claims. I believe that in arbitra- 
tions the date for the payment of the 
award is usually fixed in regard to the 
date at which the matter in dispute could 
have been settled if beth parties had 
exercised reasonable diligence in bringing 
forward their cases—no one can say 
that India has been in default in this 
respect. But the Treasury had Lord 
Lansdowne’s_ despatch stating India’s 
case before them in 1890, and_ the 
question might have been settled in 
1893. Now it cannot be settled before 
1901, and therefore I contend that 
the award, on all equitable principles, 
should take effect from 1893. I 
do not think it too much to 
ask that eight years arrears of | this 
£300,000 should be paid. It is a 
mere trifle. Those eight years of 
arrears amount to £2,400,000, and if 
£2,400,000 of the Indian debt was taken 
over by this country it would only create a 
charge of about £66,000 a year upon the 
British Exchequer. I hope Her Majesty’s 
Government may be able to give your 
Lordships’ House an assurance that at 
last equitable treatment will be given to 
India in this long-standing controversy, 
and that it will be announced at once. 
The condition of the finances of India must 
be very serious owing to the famine, 
and if some such treatment as 
have suggested carried out by the 
Government I feel sure that it will be ex- 
ceedingly well received in India. 


is 


is 


Moved, “That an humble Address be 
presented to Her Majesty for copies of 
any correspondence between the Secretary 
of State for India in Council and the 
Treasury on the subject of the Report of 
the Royal Commission on Indian Expen- 
diture.”—(The Earl of Northbrook.) 
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*Lorp WELBY: My Lords, I am very 
glad indeed that this question should have 
fallen into the hands of my noble friend, 
for not only has it fallen into the hands of 
anoble Lord whose authority on Indian 
matters is second to none, but, if I may 
say so without presumption, it has fallen 
into the hands of one whose government 
of India is marked as a model of prudent 
and wise financial administration. I am 
pleased to hear my noble friend support 
the recommendations of the Commission. 
I feel that the fact that Lord Northbrook 
endorses and supports those recommenda- 
tions will have great weight with Her 
Majesty's Government. The Commission 
over which I had the honour to preside, 
like most Commissions, was not unani- 
mous, but I think I can show your Lord- 
ships that on the practical points which are 
now under consideration the Commission 
was unanimous. It is often the case that 
in questions connected with the immense 
Empire of India, men who take a keen 
interest in the claims and in the needs of 
India sometimes forget the claims of the 
British taxpayer. ‘The opinions of these 
gentlemen are entitled to every considera- 
tion, but for practical purposes we must 
endeavour to hold a just balance between 
the claims of the Indian taxpayer and the 
claims of the British taxpayer. The 
minority of the Commission, so far as the 
recommendations go to which Lord 
Northbrook has alluded, far from differing 
from them, endorsed them, their only 
complaint being that they did not go far 
enough. Therefore, I think I may ven- 
ture to say that, in regard to these parti- 
cular recommendations, the Commissioners 
were unanimous. ‘The noble Lord has 
alluded to the somewhat wide scope of the 
terms of reference to the Commission, and 
I venture to trouble your Lordships with 
one or two remarks upon that point. — It 
isa matter of great interest to Parliament 
to know that on an independent inquiry a 
favourable verdict has been given upon 
the financial administration of the Indian 
Empire during the period since it came 
under the direct control of Her Majesty. 
That period divides itself into two parts. 
There is, first of all, the period from 1861, 
the time when financial equilibrium was 
restored, to 1884. Before that time the 


taxes of India were largely increased to 
meet the demands of the Mutiny, but 
at the end of that period I think it 

said 
level 


that they had fallen 


may be 
of the taxes before the 


to the 
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Mutiny broke out. That was the 
result of remarkable economy both in re- 
gard to civil and military administration. 
The history of financial administration 
in India between 1861 and 1884 was 
very remark tble, and is paralleled in very 
few countries in the world. I now come 
to the second period—that from 1884 to 
1896. I stop at 1896 on account 
of the famine that followed. From 1884 
to 1896, owing to the fall in exchange 
and the demands for military expenditure, 
the taxation which had been remitted 
was reimposed. It should, however, be 
mentioned that, but for the fall in ex- 
change, the natural growth of the Indian 
revenue was so satisfactory that after the 
increased demands for military expendi- 
ture had been met there would have been 
left a considerable surplus applicable to 
the reduction of debt. In following out 
this review the Commissioners were 
struck by the satisfactory natural growth 
of revenue, showing, on the whole, a 
healthy state of things in the Empire ; but 
it appeared to us that the increase was 
not more that might naturally be ex- 
pected in the case of a growing Empire. 
I come next to the most important 
question of debt. The debt of India at 
the close of the Mutiny was what is 
called an unproductive debt. In the 
interval between the Mutiny ard the 
date to which I have carried the review— 
namely, 1896—not only did the growth of 
that unproductive debt entirely cease—a 
great contrast to the closing twenty years 
of the administration of the East India 
Company, when the debt increased by leaps 
and bounds—but before 1896 that debt 
had been reduced by 25 per cent., although 
in the interval expenditure of no less 
than £23,000,000 had been incurred in 
war and in those famine demands which 
are, in a sense, unproductive. Therefore, 
I submit that the result of the financial 
administration of India since India passed 
under the direct control of Her Majesty 
is such as should give satisfaction to 
Parliament. Further than that, the 
Indian Government class certain of 
their services under the head of com- 
mercial services which do earn a revenue. 


On each of these heads the Com- 
mission was able to report that 
the result was fairly satisfactory. The 


Post Office and the Telegraph have both 
become paying branches, and when we 
came to the large expenditure on irriga- 
tion we were able to report that that very 
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large system of works, which is of im- 
mense importance to India at all times, 
does not impose any charge whatever on 
the Indian taxpayers. Passing on to the 
railways, I think the result is very remark- 
able. Although the manner in which 
the accounts are drawn does not 
show the figures favourably for a com- 
mercial result, the Commission found 
that, if the cost of military lines and lines 
simply made for famine protection, which 
ought to be carried to a separate account, 
were deducted, the commercial railways 
of India were paying their way, 
and that the Indian people had the bene- 
fit of them without a farthing of burden 
being placed on the present taxpayers. 
The Commission came to the conclusion 
that the financial machinery was sound, 
well organised, and effectively controlled. 
The Commission, as my noble friend in- 
formed your Lordships, did not come to 
its inquiry with any foregone conclusion in 
favour of India. It was composed largely 
of officials, and officials are conscious of 
one another’s infirmities. The Report of 
the Commission deserves weight because 
it is unbiassed and unprejudiced. During 
the forty years that India has been under 
the rule of Her Majesty, her financial 
administration has been entrusted to faith- 
ful stewards. The system under which the 
finances of India are administered issound, 
and one in which the Parliament may 
fairly have confidence. We ventured to 
call the attention of Her Majesty to two 
points: one of them was the large growth 
of the non-effective service. The Com- 
mission, however, pronounced no opinion 
upon it, knowing well that in the case of 
a tropical climate the non-effective ser- 
vice must naturally be heavy ; but the 
growth of this service did strike us as 
serious, and we considered that the Indian 
Government ought to subject the regula- 
tions relating to that service to careful 
actuarial examination, so that the public 
might be assured that there was no ex- 
travagance. [| hope the recommendations 
of the Commission, so far as they come from 
the majority, will have the favourable at- 
tention of Her Majesty’s Government. [I 
go considerably further in one respect. I 
do not think the audit system of India 
will ever be complete or perfect until the 
independence of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General is completely established. 
The chief desire of the Commission was 
to remove all plausible, or perhaps even 
good, grounds for complaint on the part 
Lord Welby. 
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of India. On one point we were met by 
the fact that the Imperial Government 
pays, without asking any return from the 
Colonies, the whole cost of the Colonial 
Office. I do not think the India Office js 
on all fours with the Colonial Oitice, but 
I think the India Office can fairly con- 
sider that they are not treated the same as 
the Colonies if not a farthing is contributed 
by the Imperial Exchequer to the cost of 
the India Office. I think it is desirable 
to remove any such impression which 
should arise in the minds of the people. 
I need not enter at length into many of 
the other points. I think we were justi- 
fied in recommending that the Imperial 
Government should pay half the cost of 
the garrison of Aden. If ever the Empire 
vas organised as a whole, Aden would 
be an Imperial fortress to which the 
whole Empire would contribute. That 
being the case, it is only right that half 
the military charge of Aden should be 
borne by the Imperial Exchequer. In 
regard to one point we entered upona 
rather adventurous course. We put our- 
selves up to be criticised by attempting to 
suggest geographical limits within which 
India might have a separate and distinet 
interest in military expeditions, and the 
Commission deserve a certain amount of 
credit for their boldness if for nothing else. 
I think a very great end will be gained, 
and every reason will be given for India to 
he satisfied, if it is provided that the 
Imperial Government will not impose a 
contribution on India except with the 
assent of India, or until the previous 
assent of Parliament had been obtained. 
There is one other subject to which I, as 
anu old Treasury official, attach the 
greatest importance — namely, that of 
putting an end toadministrative disputes. 
I know of no other method by which they 
can be put an end to except by the ap- 
pointment of an unbiassed and unpre- 
judiced man, in whom both parties have 
confidence —a man of judicial rank 
—who should hear both sides and 
give a decision which should be final. I 
think both parties would accept that 
decision, and it would have this further 
advantage, that the two parties would 
agree without going to arbitration unless 
they had a very good case. Although 
the recommendations of the Commission 
fall short in many respects of the desires 
of the Indian Governmens, and certainly 
of the people of India, their adoption 
would go far to remove just grounds of 
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complaint, and grants such as are recom- 
mended, which are based upon reasons 
and are in their nature to a great extent 
ermanent, would be of greater value 
than those occasional and spasmodic grants 
which Her Majesty’s Government are 
asked to make in cases of pressure. 


THE EARL OF ONSLOW: The noble 
Lord who has just sat down commenced 
his observations by expressing his grati- 
fication that this subject has fallen into 
the hands of the noble Earl who called 
attention to it, and who has had so very 
wide an experience of the administration 
of Indian affairs. I wish to associate 
myself entirely with the noble Lord in 
those remarks, and I would even go 
further and say that it appears to me 
that the evidence which was given by the 
noble Earl before the Commission, has 
led to perhaps the most valuable part of 
the Report which your Lordships are now 
considering. The noble Lord expressed 
the hope that Her Majesty’s Government 
would accept the Report as the decision 
ofa competent and a judicial tribunal. 
So far at any rate as that part of it is 
concerned which deals with the history of 
the finances and the administration of 
India, [ have no complaints whatever to 
make, and I certainly am prepared to 
accept entirely the opinions which they 
arrived at. The Commission also ex- 
pressed their opinion that the general 
administration of India is not expensive 
—that law and justice in India are self- 
supporting, and that the non-effective ex- 
penditure upon pensions and upon fur- 
lough pay, ete., is not excessive as com- 
pared with that upon Imperial and 
diplomatic services, and similar services 
rendered in our more important Crown 


Colonies. I think the Commission 
might even have gone further; 
they might have said that perhaps 


there is no country in the world, consider- 
ing the vast extent of its area and of its 
population, which is as economically 
administered as is the Government of 
India. The noble Earl who moved the 
resolution complained that the reference 
to the Commission perhaps somewhat 
overweighted them. ‘The noble Earl the 
Secretary of State for War a few years 
ago expressed to your Lordships his 
opinion that most Royal Commissions 
appointed in this country in their pro- 
ceedings were guided with great care and 
with great deliberation. I certainly can- 
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not say that anything but the utmost 
care has been devoted by this Commission 
to the consideration of this Report. I 
think they took evidence for upwards of 
two years, and they were something like 
three years in considering what should be 
their Report. If it took that Commission 
five years to consider and report upon the 
reference which was submitted to them, I 
do not think your Lordships will think Her 
Majesty’s Government wholly unreason- 
able if they say that they have not been 
able to consider the whole of that Report 
in all its bearings in the three years since 
it was presented. It has seemed to us, 
and I think the noble Earl will agree 
with me, that the most important point 
in the Report of that Commission is upon 
the question of the apportionment of 
charge between the Imperial Government 
and the Indian Government, and it is to 
that question that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have in the first place devoted their 
attention. They have not as yet care- 
fully considered the suggestion which is 
made for the purpose of a reference to 
settle all questions of the payment for 
Indian troops when they are employe: 
beyond the frontiers of India ; they have 
not considered in detail the suggestion 
that a tribunal of arbitration should be 
established to consider questions of dif- 
ference between the Government of India 
and the Imperial Government, and be- 
tween the India Office, the War Office, 
the Treasury, and the other Departments 
of State with which the India Office are 
brought into communication. But all 
those matters are receiving very careful 
attention, and I will go thus far—I will 
say that | agree entirely with the noble 
Lord the chairman of the Commission 
that the publication and the knowledge 
which is brought to the people of India 
that there are going on in England dis- 
putes and discussions between the public 
ottices is, as the noble Lord describes it, 
little short of a scandal. We in this 
country thoroughly understand what is 
the meaning of a dispute between two 
Departments of the Government—each 
Department is naturally doing the best 
for its own views and its own interests ; 
but it does not commend itself in that 
light to the people of India. They are 
led away by the impression that the 
Imperial Government is trying to take an 
advantage and to deal illiberally with the 
people of India. That, I quite agree with 
the noble Lord, is something which we 
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ought. to do all that we can to diminish 
if not to put an end to altogether. Now, 


my Lords, what are the points upon | 
which these differences of opinion arise ? | 


They are, for the most part, in connection 
with those undertakings of the Imperial 
Government in which India is supposed 
to have, and I think has, an interest, 
whether it is direct and substantial or 
whether it is only a comparatively small 
interest—they are questions in which 
India undoubtedly is to some extent in- 
terested. For example, the noble Lord 
will recollect that the Government of 
India agrees to pay a_ contribution 
towards the expenditure on our consular 
and diplomatic service in China. It 
agrees to pay a contribution towards the 
consular and diplomatic service in Persia. 
It agrees to pay a subsidy towards the 
cable which runs from Zanzibar to 
Mauritius, and there are certain other 
small consular services to which the 
Government of India makes contribution. 
Those are the most frequent cases of 
friction between the Departments in this 
country, and I for one should have -been 


more glad if the Commission could have | 


seen their way to make some suggestion 
which would enable us to get rid alto- 
gether of these subjects of difference 


which are constantly arising between the | 
Departments at home ; and I cannot help | 


hoping that when we are able to give 
full consideration to this Report we may 
see some way in which we may avoid 
these disputes in the future. Then the 
noble Earl drew your Lordships’ attention 
to certain other charges which are laid 


{LORDS} 


upon the Government of India, and he | 
expressed a hope that Her Majesty’s | 


Government might in every case refer 
those to arbitration. 
gested that it should be a judicial arbitra- 


I think he sug- | 


tion carried on by one of Her Majesty’s | 


7 


judges. 
sack may have something to say upon 
that. I am not sure whether he would be 


The noble Earl on the Wool- | 


disposed to hold that the functions of the | 
judges should be extended to such cases | 


as that. 


3ut I may point out to your) 
Lordships that, although we have not | 


calied in the services of any of Her | 


Majesty’s judges, we have called in the 
services of several very distinguished 
Members of this House and of the other 
House to consider and to arbitrate on 
differences which have arisen between the 
Departments. For example, the noble 


| gest that. 





of the Royal Commission. 


bery, took into consideration the question 
of the apportionment of the charge for 
Her Majesty’s Navy in Indian waters, and 
he came to the conclusion that for ten 
years at least £117,000 was a proper con- 
tribution for India to make. The noble 
Earl the Chairman of Committees in this 
House—who, although he is not a judge, 
has, I think all your Lordships will agree, 
a judicial mind—was good enough to con- 
sider what should be the amount that 
should be paid by the Indian Government 
towards the mail service between this 
country and India, and for at least five 


years that question has been removed 


from any possibility of conflict between 
the two authorities. Her Majesty's 
Government are quite prepared to extend 
the principle of arbitration.. I do not 
think that we could go quite as far as | 
understood the noble Earl to wish— 
namely, that there should bea permanent 
tribunal. 

WELBY: I 


Lorpb did 


that. 


not suggest 


THE Eart or ONSLOW : As I under- 
stand, the noble Earl says he did not sug- 
At any rate I can say that 
the Government agree with the noble 
Earl in the desire to refer as far as 
possible all the larger questions of dispute 
which may arise between the Imperial 
Government and the Government. of 
India to competent arbitration. Then, 
my Lords, the noble Lord who presided 
over the Commission whose Report your 
Lordships are considering expressed his 
opinion—which is to be found in the 
eport of the minority, and which I know 
he holds very strongly —that it is desirable 
that the practice of auditing in India 
should be assimilated to the practice of 
auditing in England. The recommenda- 
tion was not one to which the noble Lord 
was able to secure the adherence of all 
his colleagues, and as it has not been put 
forward with the weight which wouid 
attach to the names of the majority of 
that Commission I cannot hold out any 
hope to him that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will give it very serious or very 
favourable consideration. | should, per- 
haps, point out to the noble Lord, though 
he is probably aware of it already, that in 
India the audit is carried on continuously ; 


the Comptroller and Auditor General’ 


Ear! the late Prime Minister, Lord Rose- | 


The Earl of Onslow. 


officials are in every department, they 
can check and disallow any item which in 
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their opinion ought not to be charged, it 
is recoverable immediately, and the 
charge comes home for the sanction of 
the Secretary of State in the course of a 
yery short time ; and, in addition to that, 
it is the practice in India to carry on a 
yest audit, which I think the noble Lord 
himself admits in the Report is of very 
great value, and a test audit, as your 
Lordships know, is a practice which does 
not obtain in England. 


Lorp WELBY : I think it does. 


Tue Kart oF ONSLOW: I am con- 
tent at any rate to rely upon the Report 
of the majority of the Commission that 
the sufficiency of the audit in India is not 
questioned by them, and that they con- 
sider it to be well organised and efficient. 
The whole gist and sum, I may say, of 
the contentions of the Government of 
India to which the noble Earl has referred 
during the time when the noble Earl, now 
the Secretary of State for War, was 
Viceroy of India, was that India is en- 
titled to liberal treatment at the hands of 
Her Majesty’s Government and the Im- 
perial Parliiament—iiberal treatment in 
the apportionment of the charges between 
the Governments ; and I[ think I under- 
stood the noble Earl to say that in his 
opinion the capitation grant of £7 10s. 
isone to which he is not prepared to 
demur. I think his only point was that 
when the question of the capitation 
grant comes to be revised he would plead 
tor liberal treatment for India at the 
hands of Her Majesty’s Government. I 
have nothing to say in opposition to 
either of those propositions. My Lords, 
the resources of India are not small. 
India in the past has been a very wealthy 
community. Its people individually may 
be poor, but its revenues are large. The 
times have to a large extent altered, and 
at the present moment India is labouring 
under a series of calamities which enlist 
the sympathies not only of every mem- 
ver of your Lordships’ House, but of every- 
body in this country and throughout the 
Empire. Her Majesty’s Government are 
as much alive to this as any other mem- 
bers of the community, and I can assure 
the noble Earl and the noble Lord who 
presided over the Commission that Her 
Majesty’s Government do intend to 
accept the recommendations of the noble 
Lord as regards the amount which, in 


their opinion, ought to be contributed by 
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the Imperial Government towards the 
revenues of India. That amount is, I 
think, £293,000, but the noble Lord will 
pardon me if I point out te him that his 
Commission made an error which some- 
what vitiates those figures. They have 
in estimating half the cost of the main- 
tenance of the establishments at Aden put 
it down at £105,000. Now the moiety, 
as a matter of fact, is Rx.108,000. Well, 
the good old days when ten rupees were 
equal to a sovereign, unfortunately, are 
days that are bygone, and at the present 
rate of exchange the noble Lord will see 
that that Rx.108,000 ought to be £72,000, 
reducing the total amount which the 
noble Lord thought ought to be contri- 
buted by Imperial revenues to Indian 
revenues to £257,000. Now, my Lords, 
[am not prepared to pledge myself to the 
particular items and the particular heads 
under which the noble Lord wished that 
this contribution should be made. This 
I can say on the part of Her Majesty’s 
Government, that they are willing to 
accept the recommendations of the noble 
Lord’s Commission, and to give at least 
£250,000, and probably more, towards 
the relief of the revenues of India. I 
trust that this will meet with the approval 
of the noble Earl, and show him that Her 
Majesty’s Government are desirous of 
meting out not only equitable treatment 
but liberal treatment to India, and if he 
will give us time I hope that we shall be 
able to go a long way towards meeting 
the other recommendations which have 
been so ably put forward by the Commis- 
sion of which the noble Lord was the 
chairman. 


THe Eart oF KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I have no desire to keep the House 
whilst [ make anything like a detailed 


examination of this very interesting 
Report. With regard to the large por- 


tion of it which relates to the past expen- 
diture and management of finance in 
India I can only echo what has been said 
by others. I think it must be extremely 
satisfactory to all those connected with 
Indian affairs to see that a Commission 
composed largely of what [I may call 
British Treasury experts have pronounced 
so complete an encomium on the manage- 
ment of the finance and expenditure of 
India. That I think is a very valuable 
thing to have effected. But, my Lords, 


I would rather to-night deal with some of 
I admit 


the other parts of this Report. 
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at once that I do not think it at all un-| forces in India are only required for 
reasonable that, after the Commission domestic purposes against the tribes on 
having taken five years to produce! the frontier. Is there not a Power be- 
this Report, Her Majesty’s Government yond the frontier—would that Power 
should have a reasonable time to con- cease to exist and be a danger if we were 
sider how they should act upon it. I) to cease to hold India? Would the am. 
never have taken, and I do not now by | bition which is generally attributed to 
any means entirely take, the view that that Power — and which I attribute to 
India has been unfairly treated by this | her in no sense of finding fault, because 
country. It is very natural indeed, and | the ambition is a natural one, and it jg 
very proper, that Viceroys who go out to | because it is a natural one that it is a 
India should espouse the cause of India | dangerous ambition to India—does anyone 
in matters in dispute between them and | suppose that if this country ceased to be 
the Imperial Government, but I confess | connected with India and India was left 
I do not think that their argu-| to protect herself she would be exposed 
ments have always been sound, and|to no dangers from the great frontier 
such as could be really acted upon. | Empire which is actually almost on a 
I am sorry to see that the noble Mar- boundary with her own possessions ? My 
quess the Secretary of State for War is Lords, I am not by any means wishing to 
not here to-night, because I wished to attribute any extraordinary designs to 
refer to that despatch which my noble | that Power, but I say that no one who 
friend who introduced the subject read to | found himself then in the position of 
your Lordships. The whole gist of the having to administer Indian affairs with 
important paragraph—the last one quoted | such strength as India itself would 
in this Blue-book—is— | Possess would for a moment neglect that 
“That millions of money have been spent danger beyond her frontier. Therefore | 
on increasing the Army of India, on arma- do not admit to the full extent, at all 
ments and fortifications to provide for the | events, theargument used in that despatch. 
security ae spec ags pnamenied ae ee I think that in the past there has been 
snemies o prev » Ineursions O " sa - : 
aiieion salle & the adjoining countries, but some reason to complain, because it was 
to maintain the supremacy of British power in formerly a policy which I agree with the 
the East. The scope of all these great and | noble Marquess opposite, the Prime 
eostly measures reaches far beyond Indian | Minister, is a policy which may now be 
limits, and the policy which dictates them is | considered to be, ‘if I may use the ex- 
an Imperial policy. ; . 
: pression, played out. It was formerly a 
I do not agree with that statement. It | principle of our policy that India was 80 
may be Imperial policy ; India is part of | deeply interested in the maintenance of 
the Empire, and it must share in the| the Ottoman Empire that in any case 
policy of the Empire as long as it remains | where that Empire was endangered you 
part of the Empire. I have never con-| might fairly consider that it was a great 
sidered that there was any force in the | Indian interest. Well, possibly in the 
complaint that India is obliged to provide past it may have been so; but if 
a large military force at great expense to anyone looks at the condition of the 
guard her frontier against external | world now, they will see—at least this is 
enemies, and that she should not have to) my opinion—that it is not very likely 
maintain that force, because, forsooth, that | that in the future India will be called 
is not an Indian interest. In all I say [| upon to aid this Empire in any great 
trust Lassume—I am bound to assume— | enterprise for the purpose of maintain- 
that our presence in India is an advantage | ing the Ottoman in Europe. With re- 
to the Indian people. Assuming that, I | gard to the other matters, I think the 
do not see that India on account of | Commission dealt very fairly with them. 
her connection with us is, as a rule, exposed | It attempted to lay down, and I think 
to any dangers which she would not have | laid down not without success, a cata- 
to meet if she were entirely independent | logue of those parts of the world in 
—nay, more, my opinion is that her posi-| which India is specially interested, and of 
tion would be one of far less security than | those other parts which, though to a 
it is now if she had no connection with | certain extent in the neighbourhood of 
this country. There seems to be an idea | India, may not be considered of special 
on the part of those who administer the | interest to it. I do not think that you 
affairs of India in India that the military | could make by an Act of Parliament 


Th , Kari of Kimberley. 
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such a catalogue binding upon both 
Governments, because, in point of fact, 
the world does not remain at a standstill, 
and what might be perfectly and entirely 
right when Lord Welby’s Commis- 
sion reported may possibly, as changes 
in the East are not altogether 
unknown to us, be hereafter any- 
thing but right. Speaking generally, 
however, [ think the Commission arrived 
at a very fair decision ; but what I do not 
at all like (and I do not think the noble 
Earl who has just spoken held out any 
hope that such a course would be adopted) 
is the suggestion of the appointment of a 
permanent arbitration Commission, pre- 
sided over probably by a judge of great 
repute, which should determine disputes 
between the Indian Government and the 
Government of this country. That, in 
my opinion, would simply come to this: 
that because we find some difficulties in 
doing our duty between India and this 
country and accommodating our disputes, 
therefore we are to have recourse to a 
system of delegating the government to 
some eminent judges. Now, I have a 
very great respect indeed for judges 
when they are performing duties pertain- 
ing to them, but, in my opinion, in 
matters political, as a rule judges are no 
more the best people to determine great 
political questions, depending on the rela- 
tion between great communities, than I 
should be to decide a Chancery suit. 
That, I think, is not the least reflection 
on the judges ; but in order to come toa 
fair determination on questions affecting 
great political issues it is essentially 
necessary to have had some political 
training. I agree also with the noble 
Earl that that does not by any means 
exclude having recourse to a system of 
arbitration in particular cases, and those 
cases may not be unfrequent. [am very 
glad to think that a very tiresome 
question, not of very great im- 
portance, but one which was hung up 
a great deal too long, with regard to 
naval expenditure, was determined by 
the late Prime Minister, Lord Rosebery. 
[am also extremely glad that so compe- 
tent aman as Lord Morley was able to 
decide another question to which the noble 
Earl referred, and I do not think that 
these two noble Lords were at all less 
competent to act in those matters than 
the eminent judge who might preside 
over a tribunal, which, as it seems to me, 
would be something only just below the 
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Crown itself. It would stand apparently 
above the Government, possibly above 
Parliament, indeed it would have a kind 
of supremacy which I look upon with 
considerable misgivings. It is no doubt 
a very simple contrivance, but I do not 
believe that that simple contrivance 
will solve the difficulties. I repeat 
that there are a_ great many ques- 
tions which, instead of being left for a 
long time matters of warm dispute 
between the India Office and the Imperial 
Government, might be very well sub- 
mitted to the arbitration of one or two 
sensible men who could be trusted to 
come to a sound decision. But whilst I 
have the greatest possible regard for India 
and also for the great Government which 
so ably conducts the affairs of India, yet 
I hold that in the ultimate resort the 
Parliament of this country, led by the 


Cabinet of this country, must be 
supreme. It is upon that that must 
ultimately rest the decision of all 
matters, and in my _ opinion any 


attempt to pass by the Government of the 
country, and to pass by the Parliament 
of the country, must inevitably fail To 
guard against too constant interference 
in Indian affairs you have provided 
for the Secretary of State for India a very 
valuable body—the Indian Council ; and 
it has hitherto been the practice, I am 
happy to say, to avoid as far as possible 
making Indian affairs a matter of sharp 
political controversy in the House of 
Commons. I hope that that will long 
continue, though there must be exceptions, 
of course, when great questions are at 
issue from time to time. I should like to 
refer to one matter which no doubt is 
always one of the main matters of dispute 
—the amount to be paid by India for the 
services of Her Majesty’s Army in India. 
Here I think also that there is some mis- 
conception. We are constantly told, and 
it is considered to be a most powerful 
argument, that India is a reserve for the 
Empire ; but what is the fact ? Is it the 
fact that India is a reserve for the 
Empire ? I happened at one time to hold 
the oflice of Secretary of State for India 
when it seemed likely that we might be 
engaged in a great war beyond our 
frontiers. The first step we had to take 
was to mobilise a portion of our Reserves 
in this country, and we were well aware 
that every single man in our Reserves 
would have had to be sent out if that 
great war had eventuated. Of course the 
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existence of that Reserve was of the very 
utmost importance, because by it alone 
should we be enabled to place a sufficient 
force in India when occasion arose. If 
the Indian Government had to maintain 
an additional number of troops equal to 
that Reserve, it would entail a very large 
expenditure. Indeed I may say that 
so far as our military force suttices for the 
objects in view, the whole of our Army at 


home—the efficient portion of it—is prac- | 
tically a reserve for India in the case of | 


danger ; and it is quite reasonable, it 
seems to me, that we should regard India 
also as a reserve on occasions where our 
interests are threatened in the far East, 
or it may be, for instance, in Egypt. But 
when you come to the question whether 
India shall pay for such expeditions, then 
I must say I should always be inclined 
to take what is termed a liberal view of 
the position of India. There are cases, I 
think, where India ought to bear a portion 
of the expenses, but I think we ought 
always in considering these questions to 
deal with India in a very liberal and 
generous spirit. It is a great thing for 
us to be able to lay our hands on those 
troops, and to use them when occasion 
requires, and I do not think we ought to 
be too stiff with regard to the financial 
«juestion as to who is to pay for their ser- 
vices when they are taken out of the 
country. My Lords, there are a number 
of smaller questions upon which I will 
only say that I think the recommenda- 
tions of the Commission are well worthy 
of attention. I should not like to pledge 
myself (although it does not very much 
signify what my opinion may be) to each 
and every one of those suggestions. 
They seem very valuable suggestions, 
and I have no doubt they will receive 
very careful convideration by the India 
Oftlice and by H2- Majesty’s Government. 
I have very little more to add 
in the matter. I think that it is highly 
expedient that there should be no pro- 
longed and acrimonious disputes between 
the Departments with regard to Indian 
affairs, and I am quite certain that no one 
will yield to myself in the strong desire 
always to support the authority of the 
Government of India, the authority of 
the Viceroy, and to deal with our fellow- 
subjects of the Indian Empire not only 


in a wise, but in a generous spirit, which | 


I believe to be at the same time the 
-sound and good policy of this country. 


The Earl.of Kimberley. 


{LORDS} 
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THE PRIME MINISTER anp SECRE- 
TARY or STATE For FOREIGN 


AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY) ; 
My Lords, I do not know that I have 
any special reason for interposing in this 
debate, because, on the whole, I concur 
very much with the sentiments that were 
addressed to you by the noble Earl who 
has just sat down. Iam glad that the 
India Office, under the guidance of the 
Commission, has been able to make pecu- 
niary arrangements which will be satis. 
‘factory to those who have charge of the 
administration of India. But I entirely 
concur with the noble Ear] opposite in re- 
pudiating the idea that India has any 
reason to complain of the treatment which 
she has received at our hands. I am very 
glad that this should be a generous and 
liberal treatment. It is very desirable 
not only on account of our political posi- 


‘tion, but also because the mass of the 


people of India are a much more 
struggling and suffering race than the 
mass of the people of this country, 
3ut I think that, with whatever quali- 
fications in favour of liberality and 
generosity, we ought to look upon it as 
an adjustment and balancing of burdens 
between the taxpayersof the two countries, 
People talk as if this expense was Impe- 
rial, and, therefore, expense that we ought 
to undertake without considering whether 
it falls more upon us than it does upon 
the Indian Exchequer. That seems to 
me an unsound doctrine. We ought to 
bear the common burdens of the Empire 
as far as possible according to an equal 
and equitable rule, always remembering 
that we are dealing with a weaker com- 
munity whose sufferings at times—and 
we have had recently terrible examples of 
it—are singularly severe ; but it is a 
question of the British taxpayer against 
the Indian taxpayer, and you must ob- 
serve justice between the two. ‘There is 
also ancther—as it seems to me—fallacy 
in arguing this Indian question, which has 
been pushed too much forward, and that 
is that we are bound to bear a certain 
number of expenses on behalf of India, 
because, as a matter of fact, we have 
borne them on behalf of many of our 
colonies. I cannot see the cogency of 
that argument at all. “Is thine eve evil 
because I am good?” We have, partly 
from policy, partly from reaction on the 
great American conflict, and from other 
reasons, been exceedingly generous in 


our dealings with the colonies during the 
( 
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617 Executors 
last fifty years, but I do not think that 
by that we incurred an obligation to 
apply precisely the same rule to every 
other case that came up for judgment, 
or that we are bound to discharge 
this or that claim on _ the 
of India because we have discharged 
another on the part of our colonies. I 
would not admit that argument at all. 
We have to deal with the colonies on the 
equitable ground ; and, remembering 
always the obligation of liberality and 
generosity, there is no special call for ex- 
penditure which comes upon us because 
we occupy an Imperial position. It is 
quite true that it depends on this country 
to make the expenditure which will 
defend both India and the colonies, but 
India does not incur the claim of alle- 
giance as a matter of favour and con- 
sideration to us. The less there is 
of that quasi-sentimental language, and 


the more we adhere as far as circum- | 


stances permit us to do so to the strict 
rule of justice, the less discontent there 
will arise. My Lords, we have not gone 
very far yet into this Report, and at 
present really the financial burden is one 
that presses most upon us; but if you 
consider for a moment you will see how 
complicated and difficult the relations of 
India and this country in financial matters 
are. There is that fortress of Aden ; we 
are told now that we are to take either 
the whole or the great part of the expen 
diture on the fortress of Aden. But, if 
India did not exist, of what possible use 
would the fortress of Aden be to the 
British Empire ? And [ must say that [ 
think much of the expenditure which is 
thrown upon this country in regard to 
Persia is subject to the same objection— 
that it is for India, and for India only, 
that a certain class of those expenditures 
in Oriental countries are incurred, 
and therefore India ought to bear her fair 
share. What is now happening in the 
East brings home to us very much how 
heavy the burden of defending our posi- 
tion in the East may come to be, and we 
may have in the future to ask whether 
others besides this little island at this end 


of the world are not concerned im the 
maintenance of that great fabric of 
Chinese trade which has nourished so | 


many parts of the Empire. [ will not 
press into ground which is not open to us | 
yet, but I will only urge upon those who | 
have to deal with this question that pad, 
are not dealing with a bottomless purse | 
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| when we are disposing of the resources of 
| the British Empire. We are bound not 
/to put on others any obligation which 
| they cannot bear ; but we may find that, 
' without injustice to others, we cannot 
accept the exclusive burden which we 
‘take as part of our claim to Empire, 
which belongs to our British ascendency, 
but which, after all, is borne not for any 
special advantage of our own, but because 
it is part of that great fabric of benefi- 
cence and of peace which it has fallen to 
us by the action of history to bear as the 
British Empire. My Lords, I only rose to 
say these few words, because I think there 
is a tendency — certainly not in the 
language of the noble Earl, but I think 
there is «a tendency—to lean too much to 
the sentimental side and too little to what 
‘I might call the business side. ‘Short 
accounts make long friendships,” and the 
/more perfect justice we endeavour to 
| observe, the more we shall avoid that 
greatest of all calamities—any difference 
of opinion with our great Indian Empire. 
Return 


On Question, agreed to. 


ordered accordingly. 
EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. | 


Order of the Day for Second Reading 
read, 


*Lorpd BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
My Lords, this is a Bill of a legal, and 
therefore I think I may say of an almost 
entireiy technical character. Its object is 
to remedy certain inconveniences which 
have been found to exist in the adminis- 
tration of executory estates in Scotland 
—to meet inconveniences arising from 
the fact of executors not possessing 
certain powers which have been conferred 
by statute upon trustees. The object of 
the Bill is to confer upon executors who 
derive their title directly or indirectly 
from a testator powers which have been 


conferred on gratuitous trustees by 
various Acts from 1861 to 1898. The 


Bill was drawn some years ago by a com- 
petent practitioner, and has been revised 
both by him and by a committee of 
practising lawyers. It has been generally 
approved by the Department over which 
I have the honour to preside, but up to 
this session it had not been found 
possible to give time in the other House 
of Parliament for its consideration. It 


Z 
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has now passed through the other House of | 
credit, too, was at stake, he must explain 


Parliament with the general consent of the 
Scottish lawyers who have seats in that 
assembly. It has been favourably reported 
upon by various legal societies in Scot- 
land—namely, by the Society of Writers 
to the Signet, whose amendments have 


been incorporated in parts of the Bill, | 


and also very favourably indeed by the 


Faculty of Procurators in Glasgow. It | 


has the approval of the Treasury on the 
ground that it will facilitate administra- 
tive convenience. The only particulars 
in which this Bill is different in structure 


from the Bills which have been before | 


Parliament in former years are contained 
in the second clause of the Bill. The 
Faculty of Procurators approve of the 
Bill as it now stands. I think that some 
members of the Faculty of Advocates are 
not so well satisfied with the change, but 
I have the assurance of the present Lord 
Justice General that he has come to 
approve of the Bill in its present form, 
and I hope that without material change 
it may pass your Lordships’ House. I beg 


to move that it be now read a second | 


time. 


Bill read 2¢ (aceording to Order), and 
committed toa Committee of the whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


DIOCESAN REGISTRATION BILL (8.L.] 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF 
SHIPOWNERS AND OTHERS) BILL. 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading 

read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 3%— 
(Lord Heneagye.) 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of HAtspury) said he was surprised 
that the noble Lord had moved the Third 
Reading, as he had received from the 
noble Lord the assurance-—as he under 
stood it—that the Third Reading would 
not be taken until Monday. He hoped, 
not only for the sake of this particular 
matter, but in the interests of the con- 
duct of business in this House, that the 
motion would not be persisted in in face 
of the understanding to which he had 
alluded. 


Lord Ba'fouw of Burleigh, 


‘LORDS} 
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Lorp HENEAGE said that as his 


that the only question raised between the 
noble and learned Lord and himself was 
whether it would be more convenient that 
the noble and learned Lord should move 
his Amendment on the Report stage yes- 
terday or on the Third Reading to-day, 
The noble and learned Lord pointed out 
that as the Tithes Bill was down for 
Second Reading on Thursday it would be 
more convenient to take the Report stage 
of this Bill formally on Thursday, and 
that the noble and learned Lord should 
move his Amendment to-day. That was 
all that took place. If this were only a 
matter of convenience between the noble 
and learned Lord and himself he would 
not object to postponing the Third Read- 
ing; but there were several noble Lords 
present who had come down specially for 
this Bill, and he therefore could not take 
upon himself to withdraw the Bill from 
the purview of the House. He regretted 
that this misunderstanding had _ arisen, 
but in the circumstances he felt bound to 
press his motion for the Third Reading 


of the Bill. 


THe Eart or HALSBURY moved 
“That the debate on the said motion be 
adjourned.” 


THE Ear or KIMBERLEY suggested 
that as there had clearly been a personal 
misunderstanding, and there was no. ques- 
tion of the delay involving the loss of the 
Bill, this was not a matter upor which 
their Lordships should be put to the 
trouble of dividing, and he hoped Lord 
Heneage would consent to the adjourn- 
ment. 

THE Marquess or SALISBURY 
joined with Lord Kimberley in suggest- 
ing that Lord Heneage should, as a matter 
of grace, give way. 


Lorp HENEAGE said that after this 
expression of opinion from the Leaders 
on both sides of the House, he felt him- 
self at liberty to consent to the adjourn- 
ment. 


On Question, “That the debate on the 


said motion be adjourned,” resolved in 


the affirmative, and ordered accordingly ; 
Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next.. 
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621 Housing of the 
MEMBERS OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES 
RELIEF BILL [H.1.]. 


Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 





HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 


ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

| Order of the Day for the Second 
4 Reading read. 

k 


*Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, as your 
Lordships see, this Bill amends the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act of 
1890, and if I do not detain your Lord- 
ships at very great length upon it, I 
trust it will not be attributed to any 
want of interest in a subject of such im- 
mense and vital importance to hundreds 
of thousands of people living under very 
ucomfortable, and, [ fear, very insani- 
tary conditions in our great towns, and 
possibly in some cases in villages. I do not 
think it is necessary for me to detain you 
at any very great length, because I do not 
think there is really any serious opposition, 
or any opposition at all to the Bill. There 
may be differences of opinion as_ to 
whether the Bill might not have taken 


a larger scope, but so far as the 
Bill does go, I do not understand 


that there is any opposition to it. The 
Act of 1890 deals with three different 
subjects. It is divided into three parts. 
The first part, which refers to London 
chiefly, deals with unhealthy areas, pro- 
vides for their clearance, and for the 
erection of buildings for the housing of 
persons who have been dishoused by the 
clearance of the area. The second part 
deals with the unhealthy dwelling houses 
and their destruction, and also with 
houses which are obstructive, which inter- 
fere with the sanitary conditions of their 
qJown neighbourhood. The third part 
7 deals with working class lodging-houses. 
q (tis with this third part, which is adop- 
tive by the bodies which have the power 
of adopting it, that the Bill now before 
your Lordships deals. Under the third 
part the local authority has the power of 
acquiring land and erecting lodging- 
houses for poor people within its area, 
and it is in this that a difficulty has pre- 
sented itself. Your Lordships know just 


as well or even better than Ido how ex- 
tremely difficult it is for a local authority 
in London or any large town to obtain a 
‘ite within its boundaries for the erection 
The expense of the 


of lodging-houses. 
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|land is very serious, and I believe that 
| one of the reasons that have caused this 
Bill to be brought forward now is that 
the County Council of London found 
themselves unable to accept an offer of a 
site outside their own boundary. The 
Bill before your Lordships will enable a 


| local authority to go outide its own area, 


acquire land, and put up lodging-houses 
on it for the purpose of the inhabitants 
of the area which it governs. That is 
what is dealt with under the first clause 
of the Bill, and I think I am justified 
in saying that it is the most important in 
the Bill. That applies to any council 
other than a rural district council which 
has adopted Part III. of the Act of 1890. 
Clause 2 deals with the rural district 
council, and the difficulty that has been 
met with there is not of the same 
character. The difficulty there is in the 
matter of procedure. Under the present 
law a rural district council has to obtain 
the approval of the county council by a 
laborious process. The county council 
has to appoint a committee, and has to 
inquire very closely in detail upon the 
spot, and altogether it has been found 
that that process is so laborious that the 
district councils have been discouraged 
from adopting that part of the Act. 
Clause 2 of the Bill before your Lordships 
simplifies that procedure. The consent 
of the county council is still necessary, 
but it will not be necessary for that 
county council to go through the same 
process that it had to take under the 
present Act. Sub-section 2 provides— 
“(2) In giving or withholding their consent 
under this section, the county council shall 
have regard— 
(a) To the area for which it is proposed to 
adopt the said Part ; and 
(6) To the necessity for accommodation for 
the housing of the working classes 
in that area ; and 
(c) To the probability of such accommoda- 
tion being provided without the 
adoption of the said Part ; and 
(2) To the liability which will be incurred by 
the rates, and to the question whether 
it is, under all the cireumst:ances, 
prudent for the district council to 
adopt the said Part.” 
The 3rd Clause of the Bill will enable 
the new Metropolitan Borough Councils 
to adopt Part IIL as amended, and to 
exercise powers under the Act as amended 
for the acquirement of land and the 
putting up of houses for the purpose. 
Then, my Lords, at present the law 
insists upon expenditure upon one part of 


A2 
(2 
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the Bill being accounted for under that 
part. Clause 4 of this Bill will enable 


the local authority to account for expendi- | 


Part III. under any one of 
the other parts. For instance, if an area 
has been cleared under Part L, 
a site for lodging-houses has been acquired 
under Part IIL., and a profit can be 
made by the scheme under Part IIL, 
that profit may be set against the 
expenditure under Part I. The only con- 
dition is that there shall be a separate 
account. Then, under Clause 5— 

(1) The local authority, if not a rural dis- 
trict council, with the consent of the Local 
Government Board, and if a rural district 
council with the consent of the Renter acd council, 
may lease any Jand acynired by them under 
and for the = of Part IIL of the Hous- 
ing of the Working Classes Act, 1890 (in this 
section referred to as ‘ the Act,’) to any lessee 
for the purpose and under the condition that 
the lessee will carry the Act into execution by 
building and maintaining on the land lodging- 
houses within the meaning of the Act.” 

That was an Amendment put in during 
the course of the Biil through the House 
of Commons with a very practical argu- 
ment behind it that it might very possibly 
be that some person pertectly competent 
and anxious to do work of this kind might 
be very much better able to do it than the 
county council itself, and therefore this 
provision has been made, that the local 
authority, with the consent of certain 
higher authority, may for the purpose of 
carrying out the intention lease the land. 
Sections 61 and 62 of the Act will not 
extend to any lodging-house to which this 
Act applies. For this reason: that those 
sections refer to the local authority where 
the land has been acquired—that is to say, 
the land outside the area administered by 
the local authority which has acquired it. 
Let us take the case of the London 
County Council. If they had acquired 
some land outside their own area they 
naturally would not want the local 
authority in that area to manage their 
lodging-houses for them. The intention 
is to retain the management of those 
lodging-houses in the hands of the 
authority that has acquired the area. 
Under Clause 6, on the complaint of a 
parish council where a district council has, 
in the opinion of the parish council, 
failed to adopt the Act when it ought to 
have adopted it, or failed to carry out a 
scheme which might in the opinion of the 
parish couneil hav e been advantageously 
carried out, the county council is em- 
powered to examine into the arguments 


Lord Harris. 


ture under 





{LORDS} 
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if it thinks right, to 
powers of the rural 
and to adopt the 
Act with regard to that particular 
scheme. Under Clause 7 a cheaper 
form of arbitration is provided for, 


Working Classes. 
pro and con., and, 
take over the 

district council, 


whereby a single arbitrator will be called 


‘as follows : 


in instead of, as has been the practice, 
two arbitrators with an umpire in case of 
disagreement. These, my Lords, are the 
general provisions of the Bill. The main 
objections that have been taken to it are 
Tt has been objected that the 
Bill does not contain provisions for 
securing convenient railway and tramway 
facilities. It was thought by some Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons who I am 
sure have a very wide knowledge of the 
conditions under which people live in 
these very crowded areas, that this Bill 
should have taken a wider scope and 
should have provided for, I think Imay say, 
the compulsion of railway companies to 
run convenient workmen’s trains to these 


areas before the lodging-houses were 
built. Well, in the opinion of the 


Government, the powers of the President 
of the Board of Trade are already sutt- 
cient to secure that convenient work- 
men’s trains shall be run to these areas 
when there is some indication that there 
will be a population there requiring those 


trains. ‘That is so far as trains are con- 
cerned. With regard to tramways I 


understand the difficulty to be this: that 
a local authority wishing to project a 
tramway not only through its own area, 
but through the area of, we will say,a 
neighbouring local authority, is unable to 
obtain the ear of Parliament because the 
local authority which intervenes or is 
outside the particular area, if it 
objects, can prevent the first local 
authority approaching Paryiament at all. 
A deputation waited upon Mr. Chaplin, 
the President of the Local Government 
Board, and Mr. Ritchie, the President of 
the Board of Trade, with the object of 
placing before them their views upon this 
particular point. Having considered very 
attentively the representations put for- 
ward by that deputation, I believe the in- 
tention of the Government—I do not 
know that I am authorised to say that 
they intend to do it, but I am sure that! 
am authorised in saying that they are 
considering most sy mpathetic: ally the pro- 
posal to omit the present Standing Order 
No. 22, with a view to insert a new Stand- 
ing Order providing that where a local 
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authority desires to run a_ tramway 
through the area of another local 
authority, the first local authority shall 
be entitled to be heard by Parliament. 
] understand the difficulty at present 
is that they are debarred from being 
heard before Parliament in such a case if 
an objection is raised by a neighbouring 
local authority. If the Standing Orders 
are smended as suggested then the local 
authority desiring to project the tramway 
will, at any rate, be heard by Parlia- 
ment, and | am given to understand that 
the members of the Government who 
have given their consideration to this are 
prepared to support it. Ido not know 
whether it has at present come before 


the Chairman of Committees in this House, | 


but I believe it has come before the 
similar authority in the other House, and 
has been approved there. ‘Those are two 


of the objections that have been raised to | 
Another objection is that the | 
Bill ought to have provided for the power | 
of a local authority to hire land outside | 
That the Government | 


the Bill. 


its own area. 
have opposed—I personally think upon 
thoroughly sound grounds. I can 
imagine most serious injustice being 
done to very deserving people and people 


who are by no means in very affluert cir- | 


cumstances. If such a power did exist 
one can conceive this—I do not say 
injustice, because it would be the law, but 
I think it would be rather unfair—that a 
man having invested his fortune ina piece 
of land 


his not receiving even the purchase price 
of the land, but only such an amount of 
rent (in perpetuity, [ believe, is the inten- 
tion) as somebody or other—not the local 


authority, I presume, but some arbitrator | 


—might decide was at that date the value 
of the land. How the individual would 
ever re-acquire the real estate [ ‘am not 
sure. However, there was a proposal in 
some such formas that which the Govern- 
ment opposed in the other House, and 


it was not pressed. My Lords, 
the general complaint in the other 


House was that the Bill was not of a | 


large enough scope, that it might have 
been a very much more heroic measure 
altogether. Well, there is a different 
opinion, which is that in this matter—an 
extremely ditficulty one, affecting the 


rights of property—it is on the whole | 


better to go slow than to take a very 
long time poring and arguing over the 


{20 Juty 1900} 


would be under the risk of its | 
being acquired by a local authority and | 
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| merits or demerits cf a large measure, 
and perhaps in the end not producing 
out of the argument. anything very 
valuable. At any rate, if this is not a 
very long step in advance, I honestly be- 
lieve that it will be a useful one. It 
endeavours to remedy at any rate one 
serious difficulty, the difficulty which 
the local authority has in obtaining land 
at a moderate price. There is one other 
objection, I remember, which was raised, 
andthat isthat the Bill did not containany 
provision for the length of time within 
which a loan obtained by a local autho- 
rity for acquiring land should be repaid. 


|The suggestion was that the term of 
sixty years should be extended to 


seventy, or even up to 100 years. That 
was resisted by the Government in the 
other House on the ground that it is im- 
possible to say now what may be the de- 
mand for houses sixty years hence or 
longer, and that sixty years is a sufficient 
period during which it is safe to allow 
these loans to be repaid. My Lords, as 
I say, the Bill does not profess to be a 
great scheme. It follows on the lines of 
‘those Bills that have been at varions 
times introduced, and which were consoli- 
dated in the Bill of my noble friend the 
noble Viscount behind me (Viscount 
Cross) in 1890. It endeavours to 
meet a distinct difficulty which has 
been experienced by the County Council of 
London amongst others, and I think your 
Lordships will see for yourselves that if 
the Bill, when it becomes law, is as 
effective as the Government believes it 
can be made to be, it does solve one of 
the most difficult problems which we have 
to face in the case of these overcrowded 
| areas—that the local authority can take 
the people concerned out of a crowded 
area into one in which the sanitary con- 
ditions are far better. Those are the 
main reasons with which the Bill has been 
introduced. It has, on the whole, I think, 
been received by thoughtful people even 
‘on the other side of the House in the 
House of Commons with approval, al- 
though I admit that there have been these 
criticisms ; but as a whole it has been 
received with approval, having regard to 
the divisions and the speeches. I have 
read every speech that has been made 
lin the House, and I think 
| I am perfectly justified in saying that the 


other 


| Bill has been received with approval there 
| where it has been debated at consider- 
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able length, and I hope it may receive 
the same approval from your Lordships. 


Meved, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Lord Harris.) 


Eart CARRINGTON : My Lords, the 
great interest that has been taken in this 
Bill and in the question of the housing 
of the working classes generally must be 
my excuse for troubling your Lordships 
with a few words upon this motion, first 
asa member of the Housing Committee 
of the London County Council, and also 
as an elected Member for St. Pancras, 
which is one of the most congested parts 
of the whole of congested London. I 
have listened with great attention to the 


very lucid speech of the noble Lord who | 


moved the Second Reading. With two 
points brought forward by him I entirely 


agree. He says this is not a_ great 
scheme. Indeed it is not. He also says 


that there will be no opposition. Natu- 
rally there will be no opposition from 
this side of the House, or, at any rate, 
there there will be no opposition from the 
Liberal party, but I am bound to say 
that the scheme has been received by the 
whole Liberal party with very great and 
grievous disappointment. The noble 
Lord did not say much about the cireum- 
stances that led up to this Bill heing 
brought forward. I will for one moment 
refer to them, and if I say anything that 
is not the fact there is Lord Cross, who 
has the whole thing at his fingers’ ends, 
and he will correct me if I fall into any 
e1ror. cheng ala when LordShaftesbury’s 
two Acts were passed, up to 1870, there 
was no desire on the part of municipalities 
to take action in this matter of the hous- 
ing of the poor. 
opposite brought in his Acts of 1876, 
1879 and 1882, and those, with Mr. 
Torrens’ Acts of 1866 and 1868, produced 
a little improvement ; but I think I am 
only speaking the absolute truth when I 
say that mainly owing to the expensive 
machinery required to put those various 
Acts into motion the activity that was 
shown was short lived and spasmodic. 
Then in 1884 the noble Marquess (Lord 
Salisbury) moved for the appointment of 
a Royal Commission to inquire into the 
whole subject. We sat for two years and 
issued a unanimous Report. [cannot say 
that there was anything very—to use the 
noble Lord’s language—heroic in that 


Report, but it had the effect of leading | 


Lord Hurvis. 


{LORDS} 


, House well knows, 


Then the noble Viscount | 
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to the Bill of 1885, which was put forward 
by the noble Marquess, and on the 
Report of this Commission I think [| may 
fairly say that the consolidation and 
amendment of the foregoing Acts with 
Lord Salisbury’s Act of 1885 were effected 
by the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act of 1890, which simplified and 
cheapened the machinery involved 

municipal action. In 1889 the Conserya- 
tive Government created the London 
County Council, and the Met tropolitan 
Board of W orks ceased to exist. The 
Metropolitan Board of Works, as the 
used to clear away 
insanitary areas and se!l land to building 
companies, and [ believe during the w hole 
of its existence it housed a little more 
than 27,000 persons up to the year 1889, 
when it ceased to exist. The London 
County Council then came into operation, 
and they began to build themselvesin 1892, 
andin eight years we have housed 10,000 
persons. What we have in hand now 
and what we have completed in the last 
sixteen months amounts to an additional 
accommodation for 25,000 more people, 
at a cost of £1,500,000, and we confi- 
dently expect that schemes that we are 
considering will enable us to house an 
additional 24,500 persons, making a grand 
total of 60,000 persons rehoused within 
the next five years. But, after all, we have 
been told that this is only touching the 
fringe of the question. That I admit, 
but I say that we could have done a great 
deal better, and we could have really —if I 
may be permitted to use the expression 
in this House—tackled the question in 
sober earnest, had we had greater facilities 


for housing the working classes. The 
noble Lord opposite said there were 


very few objections that had been made 
to this Bill in the House of Commons, 


‘and he mentioned some of them, but 
I venture to think that he forgot 
some of the most important ones. There 


are five propositions of what is really 
wanted for housing the poor in urban dis- 
tricts. First of all, the period within 
which loans for building purposes must be 
repaid, should be considerably extended. 
As the noble Lord said, it is now up to 
sixty years, and we ask as a matter of 
justice that it should be extended to 100 
years. If noble Lords would be kind 
enough to go round to the Millbank site, 
and sve the building being put up there 
by the London County Council for the 
housing of the working classes, they will, 
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I am perfectly certain, agree that it is 


absolutely preposterous to imagine that | 


those buildings will not last 100 
years. Then the next thing we 
want is the compulsory registration 


of the real owners of all property, so 
that those benefiting from  insanitary 
slums and illegal overcrowdings could be 


immediately and drastically dealt with. | 
in office, I am not aware that they did 


Your Lordships know that the Land 
Transfer Act of L897 is not compulsory, 
except in a few parts of London. The 


third thing we require is power to the | 


local authority to have destroyed without 
compensation, and at the cost of the 
owner, insanitary slums which are in- 
jurious to health, where the owners fail 
to make them really habitable after being 
called upon to do so, and if then the 
owner refuses to rebuild, the local body 
should have the power to do so on equit- 
able terms. Fourthly, we want power 
given to the local authorities—this point 
was mentioned by the noble Lord—to 
insist on a much better transit service to 
and from the suburbs of the great towns. 
At present the cheap transit follows the 
peopling of a new district. If over- 
erowding is to be really prevented, cheap 
transit must be used largely in the 
development of new districts, and must 
not be left merely to follow their develop- 
ment. Then, fifthly, what we have always 
asked for, and what this Bill no doubt 
gives, is that local governing bodies in our 
great towns should be empowered to 
acquire land compulsorily outside their 
own jurisdiction for the erection of work- 
men’s dwellings. The Bill on the Table 
gives us this last concession, but it refuses 
to entertain the other points which we 
consider so essential to the welfare of the 
community at large. I have spoken of 
the disappointment with which this Bill 
is received by the party to which I have 
the honour to belong, and I maintain that 
we have cause to complain that so little 
has been done for the working classes 
only at the end of five years by this all- 
powerful Government to try to put an 
end to a condition of things which is a 
danger to the State and a disgrace and a 
stain to our civilisation and our Christi- 
anity. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): [ only wanted to 


call attention to one or two points men- | 


tioned by the noble Lord behind me, but 
I cannot help being rather amused at 


{20 Juty 1900} 
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' hearing my noble friend opposite, as a re- 


presentative of the Liberal party, talking 
of their disappointment at the character 
of this Bill. As far as I know, the whole 
legislation relating to the curing of these 
formidable evils, which I fully admit, was 
carried out by my noble friends behind 
me ; and during the time that the noble 
Lord opposite and the Liberal party were 


anything towards carrying into the 
Statute-book any of those reforms that 
my noble friend has enumerated just 
now. It is rather amusing, therefore, 
now to hear my noble friend ex- 
pressing bitter disappointment at the 
small nature of this Bill. However, 
my Lords, that is neither here nor there 
—it is by the way. I did want to say 
one word about a matter that was referred 
to by my noble friend in moving the 
Second Reading of the Bill—namely, the 
question of the consent of local authorities 
to tramways running through their dis- 
trict from another district. As the House 
is aware, at present under the Standing 
Orders of the House the consent of any 
local authority, or, if the local authority 
differs from the road authority, the road 
authority as well, is necessary as a pre- 
liminary to the introduction of any Bill. 
It is what is called an Examiner’s Stand- 
ing Order, and unless the consent of the 
authority is proved before the Examiner 
it is impossible for the Bill to come 
before Parliament at all. Now, I 
entirely sympathise with the views of 
my nodle friend who has moved the 
Second Reading of the Bill, and I think 
they to a great extent fall in with the 
views of my noble friend opposite. I am 
strongly of opinion that the local autho- 
rities ought to have a very strong voice 
when tramways are put through their 
district by persons, either companies or 
municipalities, outside those districts ; 
but, beyond giving them a mandatory 
power of being heard before Committees, 
I venture to think it would be desirable 
(and I should be very glad, if certain 
circumstances arise, to move an Amend- 
ment in the Standing Orders to that 
effect) to take away from authorities the 
absolute power of stopping schemes of 
this kind. That is the main point to 
which I wanted to call attention; but I 
confess that I am very glad to hear 
from my noble friend that the Govern- 
ment do not look with any favour 
upon the idea of compulsory hiring 
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in matters of this kind. I think | now existing in London which it was the 
this question of compulsory hiring, | special object of the Bill of 1875 to 


which has cropped up in several directions, 
at present is not a very safe one. If 


local authorities or companies for public | 


purposes require land, surely they ought 


to take the land with all its liabilities | 


and obligations upon it, and allow the 
owner to be absolutely free. I think this 
question of compulsory hiring is a most 
dan:erous one, and that it will act very 
unfairly and with great hardship upon 
owners of land. There is a very impor- 
tant question raised by the noble Lord 
opposite as to the length of term during 
which loans for various objects should be 
repaid by local authorities. I do not like 
to dogmatise at all on such a question. 
TI quite see the importance that it is to 
local authorities to get those terms pro- 
longed, but still it ought to be done with 
very great caution. At present the maxi- 
mum term is sixty years—that is, two 
generations ; and I think we ought to 


have very strong arguments before 
we extend the term very much 
beyond that. One hardly knows what 
changes may take place in the sur- 


roundings of any undertaking or any 
scheme in the course of two genera- 
tions. As I said, | am not prepared to 
dogmatise on the subject, but I confess 
that at present very strong arguments 
should be brought forward to induce Par- 
liament to assent to extending the time 
beyond the sixty years or two generations 
that has thus far prevailed. 


Viscount CROSS: I should not have 
intervened in this debate if it had not 
been for the reference made to myself 
personally by the noble Lord opposite. 
He has given a fairly accurate account of 
the history of this particular kind of 
legislation, and it is a great satisfaction to 
me to find that public opinion has grown 
very much upon this subject, especially 
of late years. It was in the year 1875 
when [ had the honour of bringing for- 
ward a Bil to enable the authorit:es in 
London to get rid of what you may call 
the unhealthy areas; and if anybody 
remembers what unhealthy areas there 
were in London at that time, and were to 
go to those places and see the fine 
buildings erected now for the lodging of 
the labouring classes in itheir place, he 
would be perfectly amazed at the change 
that has taken place. I do not believe 
that there is one of these unhealthy areas 


The Earl of Morley. 


remove. But so difficult was it at that 
time to pass a Bill of that kind that [ 
remember very well when I laid the in- 
structions before the noble Lord, Lord 
Thring, who was then the Parliamentary 
draughtsman, to draw that Bill he came 
to me and positively refused to carry 
out my instructions. I inquired why, 
He said, “I can only characterise your 
Bil!, Mr. Cross, in two words — Com- 
munism and Confiscation.” Well, I do not 
think there is much confiscation if you 
look at the amount of money which ‘the 
City of London and the Metropolitan 
Board of Works had to pay in order to 
carry out the Act; while as to Com- 
munism, if by communism is meant doing 
what you can to house the working 
classes in fit and decent places, not at the 
expense of the State, but to enable them 
to house themselves in decent houses, 
then Iam quite willing to be called a 
Communist. But it was not till I drew 
the Preamble of that Act of 1875 that 
the noble Lord would consent to draw the 
clauses which were to give effect to it. 
Public opinion has changed very consider- 
ably since then. That Act of 1875 is 
now embodied in the Act of 1890. The 
noble Lord opposite has complained that 
the present Bill does not go quite far 
enough. At all events, it does make a 
very substantial step in the right direction. 
It will enable local authorities, where it 
is almost impossible for them to obtain 
land within their area, to obtain equally 
good land for the housing of the working 
classes outside the area. If it did no 
more than that it would have done a 
great deal. It will, I believe, promote 
the building of houses for the working 
classes, and I sincerely hope your Lord- 
ships will not only give the Bill a Second 
Reading but will carry it through as it is. 
Iam bound to say I quite agree with 
what has fallen from the noble Lord the 
Chairman of Committees. I do not think 
that the time of borrowing ought to be 
extended too much. Sixty years, as the 
noble Earl has said, covers two genera- 
tions. At all events, if the present 
gencration is not to bear its own burdens, 
do not go beyond the next generation. If 
you come to 100 years you come to the 
third and fourth generations, who will 
have burdens of their own to bear in 
dependently of those which you want to 
place upon them. Therefore I for one 
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633 Hiousing of the 


should be certainly opposed to an enlarge- 
ment of the time during which the money 
jsto be repaid. My Lords, I believe this 
Bill is a substantial contribution to what 
we all want to see, and | heartily support 
the Second Reading. 


Lorp WINDSOR: I wanted to ask 
one question upon the Bill and its relation 
to the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890. In the first place we are all 


agreed that this is not a very large 


scheme ; but [ think that the noble Lord 
who moved the Second Reading of this 
Bill is justified in saying that it 
jis a step in the right direction, and 
on two grounds — particularly — I 


should be inclined to support it. One 
is that I think the ratepayers have a right 
tosome relief. We all know the diffi- 
culty in rehousing the working classes in 
the very centre of the huge population of 
London. Only a few hours ago in a 
Committee Room upstairs a member of 
the London County Council was giving 
evidence, and he stated that a site hac 
been acquired at the cost of £200,000, 
and that with the condition upon it of 
recting Workmen's dwelling-hoiises it was 
valued at £45,000 : that is, that the com- 
mercial value of the land had been reduced 
75 per cent. at least in corsideration of 
the condition attached as to the erection 
of workmen’s dwelling-houses upon it. 
In fact, he gave us instances more striking 
even that that. Another one that [ may 
mention was an instance of a site that 
had been acquired and had been put up 
to auction, and not one single bid of one 
single penny-piecedid they get from anyone 
for this land, because of the condition 
attached to it. Therefore, I say that I 
do think it is desirable for the sake of 
the ratepayers that larger powers should 
be given to acquire land outside the area 

so thit the London County Council, for 
instance, can make greater use of the 
powers which I believe they already have ; 


that is of, in certain cases, selling land 
when they have taken away the old 


houses—selling the land at its commercial 
value, and buying other more suitable 
land for the erection of dwelling-houses. 
My Lords, it is not possible, it is not to 
be expec sted, that exactly the same persons 
who are displ: wed can be immediately 
housed in new dwellings. We had an 
instance of that mentioned in evidence 
this afternoon before the Committee to 
which I have referred. 
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London County Council told us that on a 
certain site whe ve tenants had been dis- 
placed new buildings were erected, and a 
certain numer of the old tenants applied 
for these new buildings, but their be- 
haviour has ‘een such that it has been 
absolutely impossible to keep them ; no 
respectable person would take lodgings 
under the same roof with them, because 
they wer? not amenable to any proper 
discipline, and such discipline as_ is 
absoluvely necessary for persons living 
together in the same building. So that 
we do not suppose that these persons 
will be immediately housed, but it cer- 
tainly will have a tendency to remove 
the congestion if these dwellings are 
built on outside areas. The persons who 
occupy them must at any rate have lived 
somewhere before—they will have left 
their own houses and left them empty, or 
if the houses had been overcrowded before 


it will have a tendency to remove 
the congestion. Therefore, I think 
the noble Lord is perfectly justi- 


fied in saying that it is a step in the right 
direction. My Lords, I wanted to ask 
what relation has this Bill, under Part 
ILL. of the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890, which is mentioned over and 
over again, with Part I. of that same Act. 
In Clause 12, Sub-section 3, Part [. of the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
1896, I read that— 

“The local authority may also engage with 
any body of trustees, soc iety, or ee to 
carry the whole or any part of such seheme 
into effect upon such terms as the locak 
authority may think expedient, but the local 
authority shall not themselves, without the 
express ‘upproval of the confirming authority, 
undertake the rebuilding of the houses. 


Then in Sub-section 5— 


“Tf the local authority erect any dwellings 
out of funds to be provided under this part of 
the Act, they shall, unless the confirming 
authority otherwise determine, sell and dis- 
pose of all such dwellings within ten years 
trom the time of the completion thereof.” 


Then, turning to Part IIL, Clause 59— 


“The local authority may, on any land 
acquired or appropriated by them, erect any 


buildings suitable tor lodging- houses.” 


And further on, Clause 61 says— 

‘The general management, regulation, and 
siegaaa of the lodging- houses established or 
acquired by a local authority under this part 
of this Act shall be vested in and exercised by 
the local authority.” 


Lorp HARRIS: That is cut out in 
this Bill. 











635 Private Bill 


would mean that they are not to rebuild 
houses other than lodging-houses. 


Lorp HARRIS: My _ noble friend 
opposite, Lord Carrington, knows better 
than I do, but I think the explanation is 
that the houses referred to in Part I. are 
not lodging-houses. It is only Part III. 
that deals with lodging-houses, and if a 
local authority builds houses on the area 
that has been cleared they need not be 
necessarily lodging-houses ; they may be 
probably houses of any kind or descrip- 
tion. 


Eart CARRINGTON: Under, I think, 
the 13th Clause of Lord Salisbury’s Act 
the noble Lord will find in the definition 
that “lodging-house” means any house 
or tenement of any sort or description 
that is erected for the occupation of the 
poor. “ Lodging-house” does not mean 
a house kept for lodgers to live in, but it 
includes every sort of house, whether two 
families live in it or one, that is erected 
for the occupation of the poor. I think 
that is the definition of “ lodging-house ” 
in the Act of 1890. 


On Question, agreed to, 


Bill read 2“ accordingly, and committed 
to a Committee of the whole House on 
Monday next. 


PROHIBITION OF EXPORTATION OF 
ARMS BILL [H.1.] 

A Bill to amend the law relating to the 
exportation of arms, ammunition, and 
military and naval stores—was presented 
by The Lord Chancellor; read 1¢; to be 
printed ; and to be read 2“ on Monday 
next. (No. 205.) 

House adjourned at half-past Seven 
of the elock, to Monday next, 
a quarter before Eleven of the 
clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 20th July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (NO STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SreEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 


{COMMONS} 
Lorp WINDSOR: Then I presume it | 





Business. 636 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 


' Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 


applicable, viz. :— 
Fraser Settled Chattels Bill [Lords], 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 
BELFAST AND COUNTY DOWN RAIL.- 
WAY BILL. 
Lords Amendment 
agreed to. 


considered, and 


JARROW AND HEBBURN ELEC- 
TRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 


agreed to. 


EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL 
[ Lords}. 
Queen’s consent signified; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments. 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


HAMMOND (G. H.) COMPANY BILL 


[ Lords]. 
LONDON AND SAN FRANCISCO BANK 
BILL [Lords]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 
MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR BILL 

{ Lords}. 

Queen’s consent signified ; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


MERSEY RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
RAWMARSH URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL {Lords}. 

Read the third time, and passed, with 


Amendments. 


OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; to be read 


the third time. 


LIVERPOOL 


ROTHERHAM CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. (BY ORDER.) 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 


made ; Bill to be read the third time. 
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637 Petitions. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 


agreed to. 

EDINBURGH (HOUSING OF THE 
WORKING CLASSES) IMPROVEMENT 
SCHEME PROVISLONAL ORDER BILL. 
Reported, without amendment  [Pro- 

visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 

upon the Table. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


PAISLEY WATERWORKS 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Reported, without amendment [ Provi- 
sional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


PROVI- 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments [{Provi- 
sional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


RAILWAYS (IRELAND) AMALGAMA- 
TION BILLS. 
Minutes of Proceedings of the Joint 
Committee to be printed. [No. 293. 


GLASGOW DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
{Lords}. 
Reported [Preamble not proved] ; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 

Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the 
Committee on Group & of Railway Bills, 
That, for the convenience of the Com- 
mittee, they had adjourned till Tuesday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL AND 
CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CLL BILL (JOINT COMMITTEE). 
_Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf | 

Urban District Council Bill reported, 

with Amendments. 

Leave to the Committee to make a 

Special Report. 

Special Report brought up, and read. 
Reports and Special Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 
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Petitions. 638 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Local 


'Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) 


3ill, Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 11) Bill, Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill, Local 
Government Provisional Order (Housing 
of Working Classes) Bill, London 
(Clerkenwell and Holborn) Provisional 
Order Bill, London (Poplar) Provisional 
Order Bill, without amendment. 


That they have agreed to—South- 


Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill, 
with an Amendment. 
That they have agreed to—Local 


Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) 
Bill, Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill, Great Northern 
Railway Bill, Midland Railway Bill, 
Portland Urban District Gas Bill, with 
Amendments. 

That they have agreed to Amendment 
to Amendments to—Hamilton, Mother- 
well, and Wishaw Tramways Bill. 

That they have agreed to Amendments 
to—South Staffordshire Tramways Bill 

Lords], Aston Manor Tramways Bill 
Lords], Falkirk and District Water Bill 
| Lords|, without amendment. 

That they have agreed to—Burnley 
Corporation Bill [Lords], with an 
Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act for empowering the Midland 
Great Western Railway of Ireland Com- 
pany to acquire additional lands ; to raise 
additional capital; and for other pur- 
poses.” Midland Great Western Rail- 
way of Ireland Bill {Lords}. 

MIDLAND GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY 
OF TRELAND BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time ; and referred to 

the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Petitions for alteration of law, from 
Hoshangabad ; Ferozepore ; Calcutta ; 
Bundi ; Shimoga ; Neemuch ; Sandoway ; 
Ludhiana (two) ; Nagpur ; Hsipaw ; Bhais- 


dehi; Aijal; Jalua (two); Ahmedabad ; 
Batala; Girgoon; Bengal; Santipor ; 





63) Questions. 


Bankipur ; Belgaum ; and Muttra ; to lie | 


upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Dundee, against ; to lie 
upon Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Two Petitions from Leicester, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Old Kil- 
patrick ; and Loudoun ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
sL. 
Petitions in favour, from Belgrave 
Gate ; Denby Dale ; and Leicester (two) ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


(ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Copy presented, of Forty-fourth Report 
of the Commissioners, with Appendix [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light 
Railway in the counties of Devon and 
Cornwall from Bere Alston Station to 
Calstock, and the working of a portion of 
the East Cornwall Mineral Railway as a 
Light Railway (Bere Alston and Calstock 
Light Railway Order, 1900) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION COMMIT- 

TEES (WOMEN MEMBERS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 5th April; Mr. Jebb}; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 289.] 
TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 

Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
the subjects to be taught under Clause & 
of the Act for the county of Middlesex 


(Fifth Minute) [by Act]; to lie upon the | 


Table. 


{COMMONS} 














Questions. 640) 
AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND), 
| Copy presented, of Return for the 
| quarter ended 30th June, 1900 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Thirty-second Re- 
port of the Deputy Keeper of the Public 
| Records and Keeper of the State Papers 
in Ireland [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos, 
2479 to 2483 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 
1900-1901). 

Estimate presented, of the Further 
Amount which will be required in the 
year ending 3lst March, 1901, to meet 
the Additional Expenditure, mainly due 
to the War in South Africa, Affairs in 
China, and for increased reserves of 
Stores [by Command]; Referred to the 
Committee of Supply, and to be printed. 


[No. 290. ] 


ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES) 
(ESTIMATE, 1900-1901). 

Copy presented, of Revised Estimate of 
Charge for the year 1900-1901 [by Com- 
mand]; Referred to the Committee of 
Supply, and to be printed. [No. 291.] 


QUESTIONS. 

CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 

INCREASE OF BRITISH FORCES. 
Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in view of the grave situation in 
China, he will give the House full details 
of the considerable reinforcements of men 
and ships which he stated were on their 
way to China, in addition to the increases 
previously announced ; and whether Her 
_Majesty’s Government have decided to 
further augment our naval and military 
forces in the Far East for the protection 
of the lives and property of British 

subjects. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 


FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brob- 
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641 (Questions. 
nick, Surrey, Guildford): The reinforce- 
ments in ships which have been sent out 
to China since the present outbreak con- 
sist of : “ Goliath,” battleship; “ Argo- 
nut,” “Isis,” “Dido,” “ Marathon,” 
“Wallaroo,” “ Arethusa,” and “ Mohawk,” 
cruisers; Lizard,” “ Bramble,” and 
«Britomart,” gunboats ; besides 860 sea- 
men and marines by transport. The 
despatch of reinforcements will naturally 
depend upon the course of events. Ten 
thousand men have been despatched from 
India, and the troops withdrawn from 
Hong Kong are being made up. Further 
troops have been placed under orders in 
India, and can be immediately despatched 
if necessity arises. Troops will be avail- 
able in this cou:try to replace any troops 
withdrawn. 


OF EXPORTATION OF 


ARMS. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government have taken any 
steps to prevent the exportation of arms 
or munitions of war to China by British 
firms; and, if not, whether immediate 
steps will be taken. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): As the hon. Member knows, it is im- 
possible in the present state of the law to 
forbid the importation of munitions of 
war into China from this country ; but 
the matter seems to the Government to 
he extremely pressing, and to-day a Bill 
will be introduced in the House of Lords 
conferring the necessary powers. 


PROHIBITION 


CONSUL GENERAL WARREN. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether, in view of the 
fact that Mr. Warren, the Acting British 
Consul General at Shanghai, is now the 
senior representative of British interests 
in China, and possesses such knowledge 


of Chinese affairs as will enable him to | 


deal with the Viceroys in the present 
crisis, the Government are prepared to 
give him temporary rank as Chargé 
(Affaires. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Full powers to take 

all necessary action have been given to 
Consul General Warren, but it is not con- 
sidered desirable in the present state of 
affairs to make the change suggested by 
the hon. Member. 


{20 JuLy 1900} 
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YANG-TSZE VALLEY—BRITISH 
PRECAUTIONS. 

Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Government are 
aware that a strong opinion has been ex- 
pressed at Shanghai that a powerful body 
of British troops together with transports 
should be held in readiness at Hong Kong 
for immediate despatch to the Yang-tsze 
Valley in case of necessity ; and can he 
state what are the number of troops now 
at Hong Kong available for such service, 
and whether they are provided with suffi- 
cient transports. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Government 
are aware that strong views are held at 
Shanghai and other Yang tsze ports as to 
the desirability of sending ships and 
troops for the protection of Europeans, 
but there is not unanimity of opinion as 
to the effect of such action. Troops are 
now rapidly arriving from India. The offi- 
cers commanding the troops at Hong Kong 
and Wei-hai-wei have beendirected to place 
themselves in direct communication with 
the Consul General at Shanghai with a 


| view of meeting any emergency. 


Mr. YERBURGH: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered the last part 
of my question, as to the number of 
troops available and the supply of trans- 
ports. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will the Government consider the alter- 
native of withdrawing all British sub- 
jects in this region to Hong Kong ? 


{No answer was given. | 


REPORTED MASSACRE OF MISSION- 
ARLES IN SHAN-SI. 
Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk 


Burghs): I wish to ask the Under Sec- 
retary for Foreign Affairs whether the 
statement is true, which has appeared in 
one paper, that sixty missionaries have 
been massacred in Shan-si. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have seen the 


statement which appeared in one paper, 


| but Her Majesty’s Government have no 


confirmation of it, and we are in hopes 
that it may not be correct. 
BRITISH NAVAL FORCE ON THE 
YANG-TSZE RIVER. 
Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: TI wish to 
ask whether the Under Secretary for 











613 Questions. 
Foreign Affairs can state the number and | 
class of ships on the Yang-tsze River ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Sixteen of Her 
Majesty’s ships are at present employed 
on the Yang-tsze and its vicinity, and are 
being moved from day to day to meet 
the constantly changing conditions. The 
senior naval officer is at Woosung, and 
is in close communication with the Con- 
sul General at Shanghai. It is not) 
desirable that the exact positions of Her 


Majesty’s ships on the China Station 
should be specified during the present 


critical condition of affairs. 


BRITISH TROOPS IN INDIA. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will state 
what number of the 22,000 troops at 
present drawn from the India establish- 
ment for foreign service are British troops 
and what will be the number of British 
troops in India subject to these de- 
ductions. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. HAamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The number of British troops 
at present withdrawn from the Indian 
establishment for foreign service is about 
8,600. The actual number of British 
troops in India, allowing for these de- 
ductions, is about 61,000. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—ARMY MEDI- 
CAL DEPARTMENT — SUPPOSED 
PLEDGE OF SECRECY [IMPOSED ON | 
CIVIL SURGEONS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
for War a question of which I have given 
him private notice—namely, whether it is | 
a fact, as stated by the hon. Member for 
Westminster in the daily press, that civil 
surgeons employed in military hospitals 
in South Africa have been required by 
the Army Medical Department to sign a 
contract not to divulge in any way what 
their impres*ons may be on hospital 
matters. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY For 
WAR (Mr. Wynpbuam, Dover): Civil 
surgeons have to sign a contract—not 
being enrolled or amenable to discipline 
under the Army Act—accepting the terms 
offered and the obligation of discipline 


{COMMONS} 





(Juestions. 644 
therein set out. I have in my hand a 
copy of the contract, The only paragraphs 
that bear upon discipline are as follows— 

“During the said period I will devote my 
whole time and professional skill to my service 
hereunder, and will obey all orders given to me 
by commissioned military or naval officers 
or by the permanent medical officers of either 
of those services.” 

And the next paragraph runs— 

“Tn case I shall complete my service here- 
under to your satisfaction in all respects, | 
shall receive at the end of the said period a 
gratuity of two months fell pay at the rate 
hereinbefore specified ; but in case I shall in 
any manner misconduct myself, or shall be 
(otherwise than through illness or unavoidable 
accident) unfit in any respect for service here- 
under, of which misconduct or unfitness you 
shall be sole judge, you shall be at liberty from 
and immediately after such misconduct or un- 
fitness to discharge me from further service 
hereunder, and thereupon all pay and allow- 
ances hereunder shall cease, and [shall 
not be entitled to any free passage home or 
gratuity.” 


That is the only contract civil surgeons 
have to sign, and for my part I cannot 
discover any foundation for the statement 
in question. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS — (West- 
minster): Arising out of the answer of 
the hon. Member, I desire to ask him a 
question which contains a correction of 
detail, but adds I think very largely to the 
force and significance of the statement to 
which the hon. Member for West Aber- 
deenshire refers. It is this—whether it 
is not the case that after some letters had 
been published from doctors in South 
African hospitals they had to sign a 
declaration to the effect that they were 
not to communicate their impressions of 
hospital matters to the public, or that 
they were to take the consequences ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no know- 
ledge to any such effect. The contract I 
have read is the only contract we have, 
and I am unaware of any other contract 
whatever. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): On that point it may 
be desirable to communicate by telegraph 
with South Africa as to whether this 
declaration exists or was enforced. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no objec- 
tion whatever. 
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645 Questions. 
BATTLE OF THE TUGELA—COL. LONG 
AND SIR  REDVERS BULLER — 


DESPATCHES.,. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, | 
§.): [beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can state why the explana- 
tion of Colonel Long, R.A., with reference | 
to the circumstances under which the 
guns were lost at the battle of the Tugela, 
has been withheld from the public, having 
regard to the fact that Sir Redvers 
Buller in his despatch or communi- 
cation with reference to the capture 
of these guns, while throwing on 
Colonel Long the responsibility of the 
mishap, stated that he was too ill at the 
time to give any explanation; and 
whether, in justice to Colonel Long, who 
has been censured without having been 
heard in his defence, Colonel Long’s 
statement, which has been for a consider- 
able time in the possession of the authori- 
ties, will be immediately published. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that it is not the practice to publish com- 
munications of the kind to which the hon. 
Member refers. 
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The first letter is corro- 


Questions. 


correspendence. 


| borated by Sir R. Buller’s telegram pub- 


lished at page 154; the second by a 
declaration by Mr. Kennard, made before 
the Resident Commissioner of Basuto- 
land. 


Captain DONELAN: Do not the 
statements appearing in South African 
papers require confirmation, in view of the 
fact that South Africa has earned for 
itself the title of the “land of lies” ? 
BOER TREATMENT OF 

AT PRETORIA. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
Boroughs): I beg to ask 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
has received any report from Lord 
Roberts since the release of the prisoners 
of war at Pretoria as to the treatment 
accorded to them during their confine- 
ment ; if he has, what is the purport of 
it, and when the despatches on the sub- 
ject will be laid upon the Table of the 
House. 


PRISONERS 


(Carnarvon 
the Under 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No such report 


| has been received from Lord Roberts. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that Sir Redvers 
Buller said that Colonel Long had no 
opportunity to give his own account of 
the transaction? Now that the account 
has been given, why not publish it in 
justice to Colonel Long ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Because it is 
not usual to publish documents of that 
kind. Ido not know why the rule should 
be departed from in this case. 


SOUTH AFRICAN BLUE-BOOK. 

Capratn DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he can say whether any steps 
were taken with a view to substantiate 
the statements contained in letters 
addressed to the Times of Natal and the 
Natal Mercury by private individuals 
previous to their insertion in the Blue- 
hook on South African affairs just issued ; 
and whether it is customary to publish 
uncorroborated newspaper correspondence 
in Blue-books. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): There is nothing un- 
usual in the publication of newspaper 


REIN FORCEMENTS—STATISTICS. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War if 
he will state the number of troops sent. 
to South Africa since 5th June. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: 12,203 officers and 


men. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: How many 


were Regulars ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: All, I think ; but I 
cannot pledge myself to that. 

BOER WOMEN SENT BACK TO 
ENEMY’S LINES. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether a proclamation has been 
issued at Pretoria under which such 
women as are believed to be the wives 
of men who are fighting against us are 
to be driven into the enemy’s lines; 
whether among these women are any 
who have been rendered destitute through 
the burning of their farms and crops ; 
and whether the proclamation will be 
enforced against childrem as well as. 


women. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: No intimation to 
this effect has been received at the War 
Office. 


RESERVE MEDICAL OFFICERS—PRO- | 


MOTION REGULATIONS. 


ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether paragraph 670, Royal Warrant 
for Pay and Promotion, which provides 
that Army Reserve officers shall during 
their employment on Army service be 
eligible for promotion, applies to Army 
medical officers; and if this paragraph 
does not apply to these officers, what are 
the grounds of their exclusion from its 
benefits. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The article in ques- 
tion applies to Army medical officers. 


CAMDEN FORT (CORK) GUN FATALITY, 





2xp KENT ARTILLERY VOLUNTEERS 
EASTER CAMP ALLOWANCE, 

Sim FRANCIS EVANS (Southamp- 
ton): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether his attention 
has been drawn to the fact that the War 


ee wat | Office, by a letter written early thi 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to| ce, by a letter written early this 


month, informed the officer commanding 
the 2nd Kent Volunteer Artillery that 
the allowances paid for the Easter camp 
would be deducted at the settlement of 
the special camp accounts ; and whether, 
in view of the charges which would 


| thereby be thrown upon the corps should 


they attend the special camp, he could 
see his way to forego the deduction of the 
Easter camp charge, amounting to over 
£400, and so enable this corps, which is 
up to its full strength, to attend the 


special camp. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask | 


the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 


the inquest held on the 15th instant upon | 


the body of Gunner John Addis, of the 
South Cork Artillery Militia, who was 
killed on Monday by the bursting of the 
breech of a 40-pounder gun at Camden 
Fort, county Cork ; whether the gun was 
one of four that were injured before, 
whether it was an out-of date pattern and 
had been condemned, and whether he can 
state what precautions are taken to test 
guns before artillery practice is entered 
upon; and whether, in view of the cir- 
cumstances of the case, the War Office 
will duly compensate the relatives of the 
deceased gunner, and also the other 
gunners who were wounded, one of them 
dangerously, upon that occasion. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter re- 
ferred to by the hon. Member will be 
inquired into. 


Mr. FLYNN: How soon shall we know 
the result ? 


*\MIr. WYNDHAM: We have had one 


report, but it is considered necessary to | 


have an expert opinion on the gun, I 
anticipate receiving that report at no 
distant date. 


Mr. FLYNN: I will put another ques- | 


tion down. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As the corps was 
specially required in connection with a 
scheme of mobilisation, the Secretary of 
State for War has sanctioned the issue of 
allowances for the Easter camp. 


RIFLE CLUBS—GOVERNMENT 
ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for Mid Norfolk, I beg 
toask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the Government is prepared to 
facilitate the formation and success of 
rifle clubs by allowing fifty rounds of 
ammunition per man free, by granting 
the free use of Government ranges when 
not required by the Army and Reserve 
forces, by supplying condemned Lee- 
Enfield rifles for Morris tube practice, 
and by issuing Lee-Enfield service rifles 
in the proportion of one to every ten 
members without charge to the club. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Government 
wil! allow to authorised rifle clubs ammu- 
nition at cost price up to 100 rounds 
per member, and Lee-Enfield rifles at 
cost price in the proportion of one for 
every ten members. The question of 
Morris tube rifles has not been raised by 
the National Rifle Association, through 
which the War Office is dealing with 
these clubs. The question of the terms 
on which the use of Government ranges 
can be given is under consideration. 
SOUTH DENES (YARMOUTH) CAMP— 

SISTERS OF NAZARETH. 
Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 


| Under Secretary of State for War if he 
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Denes, Yarmouth, was that made by the 
Sisters of Nazareth, highly commended 
in South Africa; and what explanation 


has been given by Colonel Commanding | 


Brownrigg for their being turned away 
from the c camp now containing 1,000 
Roman Catholic Volunteers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : 


inquire into this matter. 


I am prepared to 


Dr. TANNER: Is the hon. Gentle- 
man aware there are 1,000 Catholic troops 
in this camp, and that no objection was 
offered by the men to the visits of these 
sisters ? 


[No answer was given. | 


VOLUNTEER ENGINEER CORPS FOR 


SOUTH EAST LANCASHIRE. 
Sirk J. W. MACLURE (Lancashire, 
Stretford): I beg to ask the Under 


Secretary of State for War, seeing that a 
communication was received by the War 
Office on or about the 18th May, inquiring 
whether sanction would be given for the 
formation of a Volunteer Corps of Engi- 
neers in South East Lancashire, including 
Manchester, Salford, and neighbouring 
towns, and that the assurance was given 
that over 1,000 men connected with the 
engineering and allied trades had_ pro- 
mised to join and to conform with the 
Volunteer Regulations Act, whether any 
definite reply has been given; and, 
not, can he state whether the necessary 
sanction and consent of the War Oftice 
will be granted for the formation of the 
proposed corps if all the necessary con- 
ditions and requirements are properly 
undertaken, 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question is 
under the consideration of the general 
officer commanding North Western Dis- 
trict, with whom the persons proposing 
to raise the corps have been requested to 
correspond, 


SENIOR NAVAL LORD OF THE ADMI- 
RALTY—OFFICIAL RESIDENCE. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: On. behalf 
of the noble Lord the Member for Rox- 
burgh (Karl of DaLKeEITH), I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty w vhether, 
in view of the importance of the First 


VOL. LXXXVI. [Fourtut SERIEs. | 
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jsaware of the fact that the only appli- | 
cation made to visit the Camp, South | 
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Sea Lord living at the Admiralty in order 
to enable him to deal with urgent matters 
of pressing necessity that arise after office 
hours, Her Majesty’s Government have 
considered the necessity for providing a 
residence for him in the Admiralty build- 
ings, or adjacent to them ; and, if not, 
will they undertake to consider it. 


Questions. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE ADMI- 
<ALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The Government have 
under consideration a plan for meeting 
the demand for a residence for the Senior 
Naval Lord in the vicinity of the Admi- 
ralty, and it is hoped that it may be 
brought to a successful conclusion. 


NAVAL EMERGENCY COAL 
CONTRACTS. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty, if he will state why 
coal was taken under 


emergency con- 
tracts for the Naval manceuvres in 1888, 
and why none has been taken since ; 


whether the Lords Commissioners of the 
Admiralty, as sole judges of the cireum- 
stances constituting anticipated or actual 
war under which contractors shall be 
called upon to supply on emergency con- 
tracts, have decided that the military 
operations in South Africa and in China 
are not circumstances such as would con- 
stitute actual or anticipated war; and if 
it be the intention of the Admiralty not 
to carry out their emergency contracts 
when the state of the coal market enables 
them to do better without them, will he 
in future see that this is notified to the 


contracturs before the contracts are 
entered into. 
THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 


RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, N.) : 
Coals for the manoeuvres were included 
in the emergency contracts until 1899. 
Since then they have been brought under 
separate contracts, that being, in the 
opinion of the Admiralty, the preferable 
course. It has not been considered 
necessary to come to any such decision as 
that indicated in the hon. Member’s 
question, coal for China and South 
Africa being provided for in the ordinary 
way. W ith regard to the last paragraph, 
the question of what notification shall be 


| given to contractors is being considered. 
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BRITISH CENTRAL AFRICA—CHIROMO 
AND LAKE NYASSA RAILWAY. © 

*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Nor- 
folk, N.): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether, 
if it be impossible to assist the British 
Central African Protectorate with a direct 
grant, Her Majesty’s Government will be 
prepared to guarantee a loan for the con- 
struction of a railway from Chiromo to 
Lake Nyassa. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty’s 

Government are not prepared at present 
to undertake such a railway, or to 
guarantee a loan for its construction. 


MAURITIUS—BRITISH CENTRAL 
AFRICA RIFLES. 


{COMMONS} 
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Colonies whether it has been decided to 
swear the Governor General in at Sydney 
and to inaugurate the Australian Com. 
monwealth in that city ; whether Sydney 
will also be the official residence of the 
Governor General until the establishment 
of the permanent Federal capital ; and 
whether the inconveniences likely to 
arise from the Governor Genecal residing 
in Sydney, while the Federal Parliament 
has to meet in Melbourne, have been 
taken into consideration. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The answer 
to the first part of the hon. Member's 
question is in the affirmative. The 





Government of New South Wales has 
| been informed that if the other colonies 
agree, Her Majesty’s Government will not 


*Sirn BRAMPTON GURDON : I beg | object to the Governor General residing 
to ask the Secretary of State for the | at Sydney while the Federal Parliament 
Colonies if he can state when the Papers | is not sitting, but that the matter must 
with reference to the disturbances in con- | be subject to the decision of the Federal 


nection with the British Central Africa 
Rifles, when quartered in Mauritius, will 
be laid before the House. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It is not 


proposed to lay any Papers on this sub- 


ject before Parliament. 


*Str BRAMPTON GURDON: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that I have 
had letters from Lord Selborne and the 
Under Secretary of State for War pro- 
mising that these Papers should be laid 
on the Table 2 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir; I 


was not aware of that. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: Will 
the right hen. Gentleman verify my state- 
ment! Ido not expect him to believe it 
on my word, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Of course I 
entirely accept the statement of the hon. 
Member, and I will make inquiries into 
the subject. But the matter has been 
further considered ; and I am not pre- 
pared to say now that I will produce 
Papers on the subject. [ do not think it 
would be in the public interest that I 
should do so. 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH — 
GOVERNOR GENERAL'S RESIDENCE, 


Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 


| Administration. While the Federal 
| Parliament is sitting at Melbourne the 
| Governor General will, of course, reside 
| there. 

| INDIAN FAMINE—CHOLERA DEATHS, 
| Mr.C.P.SCOTT: I beg to ask the Secre- 
| tary of State for India if he can state the 
| total number of deaths from cholera in 
| the famine districts, including the native 
| States, since the beginning of the famine, 
| 

| 

| LorpG. HAMILTON : I have not yet 
received full statistics of cholera deaths in 
3ritish districts and native States since 
he beginning of the famine. When 
cholera became severely epidemic, I asked 
for weekly telegrams regarding the 
| Tavages ; and in my answer yesterday | 
| quoted the totals of the figures given in 
| those telegrams which are published with 
| the famine telegrams in the newspapers. 





| 
| 
| 


FAMINE CAMPS— MEDICAL STAFF. 


have been available at most of the large 


30,000 people, at any time during the 
famine or since the outbreak of cholera. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have not 
received details as to the individual dis 
tribution of medical officers and medical 
subordinates at the different relief camps 
and relief houses. The Famine Codes 





Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether the | 
services of more than one medical man | 


famine camps, containing from 20,000 to | 
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653 (Questions. 
eontain full instructions for strengthening 
the medical staff in famine districts, for 
provision of hospital accommodation on 
relief works, for posting a medical officer 
or a subordinate qualified for independent 
charge to each hospital, for the duties of 
such medical officers. The instructions 
as to engaging additional medical officers 
and subordinates from outside the 
regular service, when need arises, are 
full and clear. 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ LUGGAGE. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of ‘Trade whether he will lay upon 
the Table of the House the correspondence 
relating to the excess charges on pas- 
sengers’ luggage. 

THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon) : 
The correspondence is at present by no 
means complete. When it is I will con- 
sider the propriety of laying it on the 
Table. 


WATER GAS REGULATIONS 

Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.): [beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether, having regard 
to the Report and recommendations last 
year of the Departmental Committee 
appointed in 1898 to inquire into the 
manufacture and use of water gas, and 
also to the fact that such made 
from coke and oil instead of coal, is being 
increasingly and profitably produced by 
gas companies, whilst local authorities 
owning their own gas works are now 
debarred from laying out such plant, 
owing to the refusal of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to sanction loans for this 
purpose until the regulations recommended 
for the use of carburetted water gas are 
laid down, the Board of Trade will take 
steps to frame such rules and regulations 
at an early date. 


Cas 
ga 9 


Mr. RITCHIE: The Board of Trade 
cannot give effect to the recommendations 
of the Departmental Committee by rales 
and regulations. Legislation would be 


necessary, and on this point [ can only 
say, as | did in reply to a question put 
by the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Stepney, on the 25th May, that in any 
general legislation my right hon. friends, 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment and the President of the Local 
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Government Board, would probably have 
a larger interest than the Board of Trade, 
and that I cannot make any promise on 
the subject. 


Questions. 


Mr. J. W. WILSON was understood 
to ask: Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that ina great number of towns 
water gas is being supplied in excess of 
the regulation amount 4 


Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir; but if the 
hon. Gentleman can give me any informa- 
tion I shall be happy to consider it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): May 
[ ask whether it is not a fact that analysis 
showed that in Dublin 20 per cent. 
of water gas was used contrary to 
the recommendations of the Home Office 
Committee ? 


Mr RITCHIE: I shall inquire into 
that. 


AND AMERICAN 

EXPORTS. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if he 
can state the quantities of coal shipped 
from this country and from the United 
States respectively during the eleven 
months ending 31st May last, to France, 
to Germany, and to other European 
countries. 


BRITISH COAL 


Mr. RITCHIE: The exports of coal, 
coke, ete., from the United Kingdom to 
the countries named in the eleven months 
ending 31st May, 1900, were as follows: 
—France, 6,969,313 tons; Germany, 
4,973,634 tons; other parts of Europe, 
approximately 19,000,000 tons. The 
amounts of coal exported from the United 
States to these countries in the same 
period were :— France, 26,336 tons ; 
Germany, 2,126 tons; other parts of 
Europe, 136,645 tons. 


FIRE BRIGADES COMMITTEE—PRE. 
MATURE PUBLICATION OF REPORT. 

Sir GEORGE FARDELL (Padding- 
ton, 8.): [ beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary for Home Affairs whether bis atten- 
tion has been drawn to the publication in 
The Times to-day of the principal recom- 
mendations contained in the Report of the 
Committee on Fire Brigades before the 
Report has been laid on the Table of ‘the 
House and circulated, and if he will, as 
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chairman, inform the House how this 
confidential document has been obtained 
by Lhe Times. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror tHE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. JeEssE CoLiincs, Birming- 
ham, Bordesley): I have seen the publi- 
cation to which my hon. friend refers, 
and am sorry | can give him no informa- 
tion whatever as to how or by whom that 
information was given. The last act of 
the Committee before separating was to 
pledge themselves that they would give 
no information whatever on the subject 
until the Report was printed and in the 
hands of Members. 


YORK POSTAL STAFF — ASSISTANT 
INSPECTOR OF POSTMEN. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if he is aware that an 
assistant inspector of postmen at York 
who, although he has passed sixty years 
of age, has had his period of service ex- 
tended another five years, is allowed to 
keep a shop with a beer off-licence ; and 
whether this is in accordance with the 
rules of the Department. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnsury, Pres- 
ton): When the assistant inspector of 
postmen referred to attained the age of 
sixty in April, 1899, he was reported to 
be efficient in the discharge of his duties, 
and it was decided that he might remain 
for the present—not for any specified 
number of years. As he had been in 
possession of the off-licence for upwards 
of twenty years without the knowledge of 
the Department, it was not, in view of 
his early retirement, which will very 
shortly take place, considered necessary 
to require him to relinquish it. 


POST OFFICE—PRO- 
MOTIONS. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that a clerk in the Liverpool Postal 
Department has been promoted to be a 
superintendent after twenty-five years 
service, and that sixty-nine telegraphists 
in the Liverpool Office are awaiting pro- 
motion to the clerks class, some of them 
having over thirty years service, many of 


LIVERPOOL 


{COMMONS} 


them being established telegraphists at 





Questions. 656 


the time the recently promoted officer wag 
a corporal of messengers ; and whether, in 
view of the Fawcett Scheme and the 
Tweedmouth Committee deciding that the 
Postal and Telegraphic branches of the 
Post Office should be placed on an equality, 
the Postmaster General will take steps to 
sarry this into effect. 


Mr. HANBURY: This post of assis. 
tant superintendent on the postal side of 
the ottice was filled by the promotion of a 
clerk employed on postal duties who: was 
reported to be the best qualified for the 
position. None of the sixty-nine tele- 
graphists to whom the hon. Member 
refers would have been capable of per- 
forming the duties of the clerkship 
vacated by the promoted officer. The 
Postmaster General takes every oppor- 
tunity to equalise as far as possible the 
prospects on the postal and telegraphic 
sides ; but cases must always occur in 
which promotion is more rapid on one 
side than on the other. 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE— 
DINNER INTERVALS. 

Mr. STEADMAN: [ beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as_ repre: 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that a number of telegraphists 
in the cable room, Central Telegraph 
Office, have been punished for exceeding 
the thirty *minutes allowed for meal 
relief by one or two minutes; and that 
the plea of delay in the refreshment 
branch has been hel unsatisfactory in the 
vase of an officer who was supplied with 
bad meat, and needed the food changed ; 
and whether, seeing that the dinner 
period is the only relief time permitted in 
duties which are frequently of ten and 
twelve hours duration, the Postmaster 
General will authorise a relaxation of the 
rule. 


Mr. HANBURY: No telegraphist in 
the cable room of the Central Telegraph 
Office has been punished for exceeding his 
dinner time—thirty minutes—-under the 
circumstances stated in the question. 
When the delay has been three minutes 
and upwards he has been admonished; 
and frequent repetitions of these delays 
have been punished by the infliction ot 
extra duty. But when they are proved 
to have arisen from causes over which the 
telegraphist had no control the excess 
time is excused. In the absence ot 
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particulars of the case to which the hon. 
Member refers, the Postmaster General is 
unable to give any information. In his 
opinion no relaxation of the rule, as I 
have stated it, is called for. 


HARWICH POST OFFICE STAFF. 
Mr. GODDARD: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- | 


ing the Postmaster General, whether a 
female telegraphist in the Harwich post 
ottice has been informed that she must 
be transferred from that office, and pro- 
ceed at her own expense to the Enfield 
office ; whether she is able to adequately 
perform all the duties of the Harwich 
office that are allocated to the female 
staff; and whether the Postmaster 


General will investigate the case with a | 


view to provide against the telegraphist 
being compelled to attend the Enneld post 
otlice, and in the event of a transfer, that 
the Department will bear the cost of the 
removal. 


Mr. HANBURY: The late postmaster | 


of Harwich had five of his relatives em- 


ployed under him at the Harwich office. , 


It is not desirable in the interest of‘ effi- 
cent control that the staff of an office 
should consist to any large extent of 
persons who are related to one another, 
and it has accordingly been decided to 
make certain transfers of statf from 
Harwich to other offices. One of these 
transfers is that to which the hon. Mem- 
ber refers, and it is not proposed to alter 
the decision arrived at. The telegraphist 
concerned was wrongly informed by the 
present Postmaster that she would have 
to bear her own removal expenses. 
They will be defrayed up to a reasonable 
amount by the Department. 


Mr. GODDARD: Does not this tele- 
gtaphist suffer some depreciation of 
salary by the change ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I understand not. 


NORTH DEVON NIGHT MAILS. 

sin CAMERON GULL (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether his attention has 
been drawn to the fact that the night 
mails for North Devon are sent on from 
Exeter by luggage train, and that owing 
tothe delay so caused and to thé refusal 
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' of the Post Office to adopt the method of 
railway sub-offices more generally, letters 
are not delivered in the outlying country 
districts until late in the morning, and 
whether he will take steps to expedite 
the train service and to adopt in more 
cases railway sub-offices. 


(Questions. 


Mr. HANBURY: The question of im- 
proving the night mail service to country 
districts in North Devon is under con- 
sideration. The cost of substituting a 
faster train from Exeter for that now used 
would be considerable, and the Postmaster 
General fears that such an alteration would 
be quite impracticable. It may be pos- 
sible, however, to effect some acceleration 
of the local services, and the Post- 
master General has caused a communi- 
cation to be addressed to the local 
railway company enquiring what would 
be the cost of improving the Lynton ser- 
vice. If any means are found practicable 
for improving the postal services to 


Lynton and Hartland they will -be 
readily adopted. 
IMPERIAL GRANTS IN AID OF 


EDUCATION. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education if 
he can state approximately the amount 
which England received from the Imperial 
Exchequer during the financial year last 
ended in respect of the operation of the 
Voluntary Schools Act, 1897, and the 
Elementary Education Act, 1897. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The amount for England 
and Wales was, under thefirst-named Act, 
£621,516 4s. 11d. ; and under the second, 
£210,896 11s. 11d. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate if he can state approxi- 
mately the amount which Scotland re- 
ceived from the Imperial Exchequer 
during the financial year last ended in 
respect of the operation of the Education 
(Scotland) Act, 1897. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The 
grants paid in respect of the operation of 
the Education (Scotland) Act, 1897, are: 
(1) the additional grant to school boards 
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under Section 67 of the Act of 1872, as Mr. HANBURY: I cannot answer 


amended by Section 1 of the Act of 1897. 
The total paid under this head in the 
financial year last ended was £44,137 
19s. 9d., of which it is estimated that 
£24,000 was paid in respect of the opera- 
tion of the Act of 1897, the remainder 
having been claimable under the Act of 
1872. And (2) the aid grant to Volun- 
tary schools, amounting to £12,184 Os. 6d. 


FEES IN SCOTTISH UNIVERSITIES. 
Mr. THOMAS SHAW = (Hawick 


Burghs) : I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
what is the amount of the fees paid by 
class students in each of the Universities 
of Scotland; and whether Her Majesty’s 
Government are prepared to assent to the 
printing of a Return on the subject 
giving the details in accordance with the 
notice on the Order Paper for to-day. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
shall be happy to give the hon. and 
learned Member the replies which have 
now been received from the Universities, 
and if, after perusal of those documents, 
he will confer with the ‘Secretary for 
Scotland as to the exact form in which 
he wishes to move for it, the Return will 
be granted. 


POSTAL DELIVERIES IN SOUTH 
WESTERN SCOTLAND. 

Sr MARK STEWART  (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if his attention has been 
called to the continued irregularity of 
the delivery of newspapers in the South 
Western District of Scotland, if he will 
inquire into the cause, and endeavour 
without further delay to put matters on 
a better footing. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not aware of the continued 
irregularity in the delivery of newspapers 
in the South Western District of Scot- 
land to which the hon. Member refers, 
but if particulars can be given of any 
delays which have occurred immediate 
inquiry on the subject shall be made. 


Sik MARK STEWART: There are 
so many cases of delay in the delivery of 
newspapers for twenty-four hours. Is it 


not for the Post Office to find out these 
things for itself ? 


period of thirty years. 


that, as I do not belong to the Post Office, 
I will, however, consider the point. 


IRISH CENSUS RETURNS. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he will have 
arrangements made in the taking of the 
census in March, 1901, to obtain a Return 
of the number of persons in Ireland 
(being of three years of age or upwards) 
who speak English only or Irish only, or 
both Irish and English, in like manner as 
is required in the Census Bill with regard 
to the speaking of the Welsh language 
in Wales and the county of Monmouth. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY — ror 
IRELAND (Mr. G. W. Batrovr, Leeds, 
Central): If the hon. Member will refer 
to the Returns of the last census in Ireland 
he will observe that they contained 
statistics of all persons who spoke Irish 
only, or Irish and English. — Similar 
statistics will be collected and published 
in connection with the approaching census 
in Ireland. 


MONAGHAN ASYLUM SEWERAGE 
SCHEME. 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 


that the Governors of the Cavan and 
Monaghan Lunatic Asylum made a 


demand last week on the County Council 
of Monaghan for £6,500 to carry out a 


‘sewerage scheme; and that this sum is 


being expended without letting or offering 
the work by contract ; whether he can 
state who is superintending the carrying 
out of this work on the asylum premises ; 
whether he is aware that sewerage 
schemes costing large sums of the rate- 
payers’ money carried out during recent 
years have proved a failure in the asylum ; 
and whether he will see that the money 
of the ratepayers is not allowed to be lost 
now, and whether a contract for this work 
could still be taken. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: As stated by 
me yesterday, the Local Government 
Board, on the application of the Asylum 
Committee, have sanctioned the issue of a 
loan to the amount mentioned for 
sewerage works at the asylum, the repay- 
ment of the loan to be spread over a 
[ am informed. 
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that the works are being carried out by 
the employment of tradesmen and 
labourers under the superintendence of 
Mr. Peddie, a sanitary engineer of high 
repute, assisted by a civil engineer as 
cderk of works. The decision as to the 
manner in which such works are to be 
executed is vested solely in the Asylum 
Committee, and there is no obligation 
imposed upon them to let or offer the 
execution of such works by contract. No 
other sewerage scheme has been carried 
out at this asylum since it was built 
thirty-one years ago. It would be the 
duty of the Local Government auditor to 
inquire into any expenditure of an illegal 
or unnecessary character in connection 
with the asylum. 


MASTERSHIP OF THE BELFAST 
WORKHOUSE, 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the Belfast 
Zoard of Guardians recently advertised 
for a master for the workhouse, that a 
committee of the guardians selected a 
number of suitable men for the position 
out of many applicants, and that when 
the day of election came the question 
was postponed, which in the opinion of 
the clerk was illegal; whether he can 
state the name of the gentleman that the 
committee thought most suitable for the 
mastership, and if the guardians will bear 
the expenses of the candidates who 
travelled long distances in expectation of 
the election taking place according to 
advertisement ; and whether he can say 
what course he intends to adopt in 
reference to the action of the guardians 
in not carrying out the election of master 
of the workhouse on the date fixed. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The com- 
mittee appointed by the guardians re- 
ported that only eight candidates for the 
position of master of the workhouse were 
qualified under the terms of the adver- 
tisement, and they recommended the 
guardians to issue fresh advertisements 
for candidates. This the guardians de- 
cided to do. The Local Government 
Board have no information as to the 
statement of opinion attributed to the 
clerk, or as to the matters referred to in 
the second paragraph. The Board do not 
propose to take any action respecting the 
postponement of the appointment, as the 
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guardians appear to have acted within 
their powers. 


ARREARS OF IRISH SCHOOL GRANTS, 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
arrears of National School Grant for 1892, 
1893, 1894, and 1895 will be paid only 
to living teachers, or will the arrears due 
be paid to the next-of-kin in cases in 
which the teacher to whom the arrears 
were due is dead, and whether retired 
teachers will be paid arrears due. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: If the money 
be voted by Parliament, an equivalent for 
the so-called arrears of school grant will, 
under the sanction of the Treasury, be 
apportioned among all teachers who were 
entitled to participate in the residual 
grant of the four years in question. In 
the case of those teachers since dead, 
their representatives will receive the 
amount payable. The grant will be sub- 
ject to certain deductions on account of 
the pension fund. 

SNEEM NATIONAL 
TEACHERS, 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the National school teacher at 
Sneem, county Kerry, has offered at a 
loss to himself the necessary site for a 
teacher’s residence, and that the only 
obstacle to the erection of the teacher’s 
residence is that the Local Government 
Board and the local landiord cannot 
agree as to the suitability of the site ; 
and whether the Government will use its 
influence to compel, if necessary, the 
Local Government Board and the local 
landlord to come to such an arrangement 
as will allow the erection of this residence 
to be proceeded with. 


SCHOOL 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: My right 
hon. friend the Attorney General for 
lreland replied very fully to a question 
addressed to him on this subject on the 
9th February last.* To that reply I have 
nothing to add except to say that no 


correspondence has taken place with 
the Local Government Board on the 
subject. 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxviii., page L056. 
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IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ 
SALARY. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in award- 
ing the future income of first and second 
class National teachers who, owing to 
epidemics and severity of the weather, 
did not receive their full class salary for 
the last three years and whose results 
fees and residual grant were lessened in 
consequence, the Commissioners — of 
National Education make due allowances 
for those diminutions of salary. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 
Member on referring to Clause 20 of the 
New Rules will observe that cases in 
which the Commissioners may deem it in- 
equitable to fix the future incomes of the 
teachers on the basis of their average in- 
comes for the past three years will be 
specially considered. 


IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS — NEW 
SCALE OF SALARIES, CLASSIFICA- 
TION, PROMUTIONS, ETC. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland will he explain why 
the future scale of salaries for National 
teachers is omitted in the extract from 
the forthcoming rules of the Commis- 
sioners presented to Parliament last 
week ; and whether he can state the 
future scale of salaries ; whether he has 
observed that, by Rules 11, 12, and 13 of 


this extract, all assistant teachers and | 


highly classed teachers at present in 
charge of small schools are degraded from 
the rank they previously won by good 
service and success at examinations ; and 
whether he will advise the Commissioners 
of National Education to rule that every 
teacher at present in the service shall 
continue to retain his classification, and 
to be described officially as of his present 
rank until promoted or depressed by the 
rules which were in force when he won 
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from the new code of the Commission ag 
it has not yet been fixed by the Commis. 
sioners and submitted to the Irish 
Government and the Treasury. It jg 
impossible to state the future scale of 
salaries except approximately. It is not 
true that by Rules 11, 12, and 13 all 
assistant teachers, and __highly-classed 
teachers at present in charge of small 
schools, are degraded from the rank they 
previously won by success at examina- 
tions. Every teacher at present in the 
service will be described officially accord- 
ing to his position in the old class and 
the new grade in the Annual Register of 
Teachers. It is impossible to reply to 
the third paragraph of the question at 
present, as the necessary modifications of 
the pension rules have not yet been 
made. 


IRISH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION— 

ANNUAL REPORT. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, seeing that the Annual 
Report of the Commissioners of Inter- 
mediate Education, Ireland, does not 
contain the names of the superintendents 
of examinations, the Commissioners will 
consider the advisability of giving the 
names and professions of these gentlemen 
in future Reports. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The sugges- 
tion in this question will be brought 
before the Commissioners of Intermediate 
Education at their next meeting. 


| IRISH MONITORS’ EXAMINATIONS. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland why the 
results of the examinations for monitors, 
held in April last, have not yet been com- 
municated to the candidates, and when 
will they be informed of the results ; and 
what is the cause of the delay, seeing that 
over three months have now elapsed. 


that class ; whether he is aware that, by 


the operation of the same rules, teachers 
in small schools are made ineligible for 
promotion, and thereby prevented from 
qualifying for the pension of a higher 
class to which they were formerly en- 
titled to aspire ; and if he can take any 
steps to remedy this alleged grievance. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The future 
scale of salaries is omitted in the extract 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The results 
of the examinations in question will be 
made known without delay. 


IRISH CONVICTS—MULDOWNEY AND 
FINIGAN. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
| attention has been drawn to the cases 
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of two prisoners 
and Finigan, of Croughwell, who were 
convicted in Sligo and have been about 
seventeen years confined; and whether 
he will review their cases with a view to 
recommending His Excellency the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland to grant their dis- 
charge. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The prisoners 
named in the question were convicted of 
murder at the Sligo Assizes in August, 
1884, and sentenced to death. The sen- 
tence was subsequently commuted to one 
of penal servitude for life. Their cases 
were under the consideration of the Lord 
Lieutenant in August of last year, when 
it was decided that the law must take its 
course. The case of convict Finigan was 
again under consideration in November, 
with a like result. As respects the second 
paragraph, it is not my province to act as 
suggested. Any application or memorial 
praying for a mitigation of sentence 
should be addressed to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, in whom alone is vested the exer- 
cise of the prerogative of mercy. 

Mr. DILLON : When will these cases 
come up again in the ordinary course for 
reconsideration ? 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I cannot say ; 
but if a memorial is presented they are 
immediately reconsidered. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Does not 
the Lord Lieutenant act en the advice of 
his Chief Secretary in exercising the 
prerogative of mercy ? 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No, Sir; he 
does not. 


named Muldowney | 


IRISH MARKSMEN AT BISLEY. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a team selected from twenty Irish- 
men representing all Ireland has won the 
Eleho Shield at rifle shooting ; whether 
these men are prevented from competing 
for the Queen’s Prize because the law pro- 
hibits Volunteer corps in Ireland ; and 
w..ether he proposes to enrol Volunteers 
in Ireland or establish rifle clubs where 
all who so desire may have an opporivunity 
of learning rifle shooting. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am aware 
that the Elcho Shield has been won this 
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year by an Irish team. The second para- 
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graph correctly assumes that legislation 


, would be necessary for the establishment 


of Volunteer corps in Ireland. The ques- 

tion of the formation of rifle clubs should 

be addressed to the War Department. 

POLICE REGULATIONS AT QUEENS- 
TOWN. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether passengers 
arriving at Queenstown from the United 
States are asked by a policeman for their 
names and destination, and these duly 
noted; whether similar information is 
taken at Liverpool, Southampton, or any 
other British port at which American 
passengers are landed ; and if not, why 
it is obtained at Queenstown, and passen- 
gers landing on Irish soil treated dif- 
ferently to those arriving in Great 
Britain. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : [am informed 
that the fact is as stated in the first part 
of the question. The information is freely 
given by passengers and has only once 


been refused during the last twelve 
months. The practice has existed for 


twenty years. [am unable to say whether 
similar information is taken at ports out- 
side Ireland. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ORDERS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will lay upon the Table of the House a 
Return of all rules and orders made or 
issued under or in consequence of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act since last 
year’s Return. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Yes, the fur- 
ther Return referred to will be laid upon 
the Table. 


MAYO ASSIZES—CONTEMPT OF 
COURT. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been directed to the failure of a 
motion on behalf of the Crown, made last 
Tuesday at the Mayo Assizes at Castle- 
bar, to commit Mr. William O’Brien for 
contempt of court ; whether he is aware 
that, so far back as October, 1882, legis- 
lation for the curtailment of the power of 
arbitrary committal for contempt of court 





637 Questions. 
was promised in the House of Commons 
by the Prime Minister of the day ; and 
whether, having regard to the remarks of 
the Chief Justice of England in April, 
1896, and to the fact that one man has 
actually suffered imprisonment for 743 


days for that offence, the Government | 


will take steps for the introduction of 
legislation to define the power of judges 


to commit for contempt of court, and to | 


render that power subject to appeal. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: With respect | 


to the first paragraph, the article pub- 


lished in the journal named the Jrish | 


People, in reference to which the appli- 
cation was made, was, in the words of the 
judge, calculated to prejudice the fair 
trial of a pending criminal prosecution 
and to interfere with the fair course of 
justice, but the failure of the application 
was due to the fact that though this 
journal had for months previously been 
advertised throughout the county Mayo 
as edited by Mr. William O’Brien, that 
gentleman, to the astonishment, I think, 
of everybody, denied on oath that he was 
editor in the ordinary sense, and re- 
pudiated all responsibility for the contents 
of the paper. As respects the second and 
third paragraphs, I must refer the hon. 
Member to my right hon. friend the 
First Lord of the Treasury. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Did not the 
learned judge express his regret that he 
could not grant costs against the Crown ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am told that 


that is not the case. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: He said he 


had no statutory power, 


CASTLEBAR POST OFFICE. 
Dr. ROBERT AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 


General, if he can state whether a site has | 


yet been purchased for a post office in 
Castlebar, county Mayo ; and, if so, what 
progress has been made with regard to 
the erection of the proposed building. 


Mr. HANBURY: The site for a new 
post office at Castlebar has now been de- 
cided upon,{and arrangements will be 
made for building as soon as possible. 
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| CORNALARAGH POSTAL DELIVERIES, 
| Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Secretary 
| to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
letters for some time past have been 
irregularly delivered in the townland of 
Cornalaragh, county Monaghan, near 
Carrickmacross, and district ; and whether, 
seeing that a house to house delivery in 
this neighbourhood has been long pro- 
mised, he can state why this promise has 
not been carried out. 


Mr. HANBURY: Inquiry shall at 
‘once be made as regards the postal de- 
livery in the townland of Cornalaragh, 
and as good a service shall be afforded as 
the circumstances warrant. 


GREAGHLONE LETTER BOX. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that the letter box at Mr. Francis 
Lambe’s, Greaghlone, Carrickmacross, 
county Monaghan, has not been visited 
by a postman for several days past; and, 
whether he can explain the reason of this 
neglect, and if he will take steps that this 
state of things will not occur again in this 
thickly populated district. 

Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General regrets that, owing toa local mis- 
understanding, the letter box at Greagh- 


lone was not cleared for some days 
recently. Direetions have been given for 


the box to be cleared regularly in future 
and at a later hour than formerly. 


PHCENIX PARK, DUBLIN—ORNA- 

MENTAL WATERS, TREES, ETC. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether any 
step has been taken to ascertain the cost 
of providing a lake in the Phoenix Park 
suchas is provided to enhance public enjoy- 
ment in Hyde Park and St. James’s Park, 
and what are the respective areas of these 
three parks. 


Mr. HANBURY: An estimate is being 
prepared, but important questions arise 
as to the source from which water should 
be taken and on uther points which cannot 
be settled without some delay. The 
| Board of Works are looking into the 
subject thoroughly. The area of the 
Phoenix Park is 1,752 acres. The area 
of Hyde Park is 360 acres, and of St. 
| James's Park 93 acres. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he would 
ask the keepers of the London parks to 
furnish the keeper of Phoenix Park with 
alist of the ornamental trees and shrubs 
gown in St. James’s Park and the Green 
Park, and give authority for any expense 
that may be entailed in providing for the 
planting of similar trees and shrubs in 


Phenix Park. 
Mr. HANBURY: A list of the orna- 


mental trees and shrubs which have done 
well in the London parks shall be sent 
tothe Board of Works, who will decide 
how far they are suitable for the Phoenix 
Park also. 


SNEEM PIER. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the Con- 
gested Districts Board have built a pier 
at Sneem, county Kerry, at a cost of 
£1,500, and that a goods store is a neces- 
sity on or near the pier for the protection 
and storage of goods; whether he is 
aware that the Congested Districts Board, 
the trading companies calling at the pier, 
and the people of the locality were pre- 
pared to erect this store, and that the 
erection of the storehouse was prevented 
by Mr. Warden, the local landlord ; and, 
can he state what steps the Government 
will take to compel Mr. Warden to allow 
the goods store to be built for protection 
of goods and use of the trading public. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE 
FoR IRELAND (Mr. PLUNKETT, Dublin 
Co. 8.): The Congested Districts Board, 
in 1898, built a quay at Sneem, at a cost 
of £1,158. The Board proposed, in May, 
1899, to erect a shed on the quay for the 
accommodation of the public, but decided 
to take no further steps in the matter on 
learning from Mr. Warden that the 
owners of the property adjoining the 
quay contemplated building a store them- 
selves. No representations have since 
been made to the board on the matter. 
The Government have no power to take 
any steps such as suggested in the last 
paragraph. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say what objection Mr. War- 
den has to the Congested Districts Board 
building a store ? 


{20 vuLY 1960} 
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Mr. PLUNKETT: We do not know 
that Mr. Warden hasany objection. We 
have received no representations from the 
district. 


Questions. 


IMPORtS OF RUSSIAN EGGS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Department of Agricul- 
ture for Ireland whether his attention 
has been directed to the importation of 
Russian eggs into Ireland, and their sub- 


sequent exportation as Irish eggs to 
England; and whether he will cause 


inquiries to be made as to this system, 
and take steps to prevent its continuance, 


Mr. PLUNKETT: The attention of 
the Department has been drawn to the 
recent representations in the public press 
as to the alleged importation of Russian 
eggs into Ireland, and their subsequent 
exportation as Irish eggs. The matter is 
being inquired into. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman see that these eggs 
do not reach the House of Commons ? 


Mr. PLUNKETT: That is the duty of 
the Kitchen Committee. 


AGRICULTURE—THE WARBLE FLY. 

Mr. FIELD: [ beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Department of Agricul- 
ture for Ireland whether his Department 
has issued leaflets to stock-owners con- 
taining instructions to prevent the warble 
fly from harassing and injuring cattle ; 
and whether he intends to introduce 
legislation making it a penal offence for 
stock-owners to omit taking simple pre- 
cautions to prevent the suffering caused 
by the warble fly to cattle and the loss to. 
the sellers and buyers of hides. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: A leaflet has been 
issued by the Department containing in- 
structions how to prevent the warble fly 
from harassing and injuring cattle. I do 
not think this pest can be dealt with by 
legislation. 


HAGUE CONFERENCE—RATIFICATION 
OF CONVENTION. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether the Pacific 
Settlement of International Disputes 
Convention, signed at the Hague, has 
been yet ratified by the Powers of 
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Europe ; if not, when is the Convention 
expected to be ratified. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The ratifica- 
tions of Great Britain, France, Austro- 
Hungary, Russia, Italy, Spain, and the 
United States are at present in the 
custody of the Netherlands Government, 
but the date of the ratification has not 
yet been definitely settled. It will pro- 
bably be early in September. 

BUSINESS HOUSE. 


OF THE 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 


{COMMONS} 
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ELEMENTARY EDUCATION BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Law, etc., without Amendment, 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 292.] 


Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing 





Can the Leader of the House now state | 
anything definite as to the business on | 
Tuesday, and also when the Supple- | 
mentary Army Estimate will be in the | 


hands of Members? It ought to be in 
our hands a considerable time before the 
statement is made. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Tuesday I 
find it is impossible for my right hon. 
friend the Secretary for the Colonies to 
have the Papers in the hands of Members 
in sufficient time to discuss the Colonial 
Office Vote. My original arrangement 
would, therefore, appear to be _ satis- 
factory—namely, to take the Colonial 
Office Vote on Tuesday next. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
When shall we have the Papers ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : T hope they 
will be in the hands of Members on 
Monday morning. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Papers 
requisite to discuss the Foreign Office 


Vote cannot be in the hands of Members | 


in time for the discussion on Tuesday, 
and therefore I will not put down the 
Vote for that day. It will in all pro- 
bability stand first on the last day of 
Supply, probably Thursday week. I will 
put down after the Colonial Oftice Vote 
the other Votes in Class I]. My hon. 
friend the Under Secretary for War hopes 
to have the terms of the Supplementary 
Estimate in the hands of Members on 
Monday, but, in any case, on Tuesday. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): | 


Will there be any opportunity of dis- 
cussing the Ashanti Vote ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That will come 
after the Colonial Vote, as usual. 





Committee to be printed. [No. 292.] 
Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


BOILERS REGISTRATION AND IN. 
SPECTION. 

Report from the Select Committee, with 
Minutes of Evidence and an Appendix, 
brought up, and read. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No, 294.] 


BOROUGH FUNDS BILL. 
Order [this day] for Consideration, as 
amended (by the Standing Committee), 
read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Poor Re- 
moval Bill, Charitable Loans (Ireland) 
Bill, Veterinary Surgeons Amendment 
Bill, without amendment 

That they have agreed to—Amend- 
ments to Land Charges Bill { Lords], with- 
out amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Law relating to 


County Courts in Ireland.” County 
Courts (Ireland) Bill {Lords}. 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 


amend the Law relating to registration 
in Provincial and Diocesan Registries.” 
Diocesan Registration Bill { Lords. | 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
relieve Members of County Councils and 
other Local Authorities from disqualifica- 
tion by reason of absence in certain 
eases.” Members of Local Authorities 
Relief Bill [Lords]. 


NEW BILLS. 


MEDICAL ACY (1858) EXTENSION. 
Bill to extend the provisions of the 
Medical Act, 1858, ordered to be brought 
|in by General Laurie, Mr. Rothschild, 
Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree, Colonel 
Wyndham Murray, Mr. Middlemore, and 
| Sir James Fergusson. 
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MEDICAL ACT (1858) EXTENSION BILL. 
“To extend the provisions of the 


Medical Act, 1858,” presented, and read | 


the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 307. ] 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACTS 
AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Railway and Canal 
Traffic Acts, 1854, 1873, and 1888, ordered 
to be brought in by Sir Thomas Gibson- 
Carmichael, Mr. Hedderwick, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Mr. Griffith-Boscawen, and Mr. 
Yoxall. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Railway and Canal 
Traffic Acts, 1854, 1873, and 1888,”  pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be read 
asecond time upon Friday next, and to 
be printed. [{ Bill 308.] 


TEACHERS OF MUSIC REGISTRATION. 

Bill for the registration of Teachers of 
Music, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
J. W. Sidebotham, Sir Henry Bemrose, 
Sir John Brunner, Mr. Alban Gibbs, Sir 
William Houldsworth, and Mr. Provand. 
TEACHERS OF MUSIC REGISTRATION 

BILL. 

“For the registration of Teachers of 
Music,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 30th July, and to be printed. 
[Bill 309. | 


SUPPLY [20TH 
Considered in Committee. 


ALLOTTED Day]. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 


Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Crass IV, 

1. Motion made, and Question _ pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£787,503 (including a Supplementary 
sum of £95,434) be granted to Her 
Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 


to defray the Charge which will come in | 
course of payment during the year ending | 


on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the 


{20 JuLy 1900} 
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| Expenses of the Commissioners of National 
| Education in Ireland, including a Grant 


in Aid of the Teachers’ Pension Fund, 
Ireland.” 


*Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara): I rise, Sir, for the purpose of 
bringing before the Committee the un- 


| satisfactory condition of primary education 


in Ireland. This House has given, and 
rightly given, a great deal of its time and 
attention to the question of education in 
Great Britain, and it will be admitted 
that vast progress has been made for the 
last thirty years towards educational 
perfection in England, Scotland, and 
Wales. Old methods and old systems 
have given way to new methods and new 
systems, and although the change has 
been slow, it has been sure and steady, and 
to-day the British people of all grades, and 
especially the poorer portion of the people, 
enjoy an excellent, if not a perfect, system 
of education. I believe that England is 
still behind the Continental countries in 
educational matters, but from year to 
year this House gives effect to legislation 
in the direction of improving it, and it 
may be said with truth that to-day the 
people of England, Scotland, and Wales 
have little to complain upon this question. 
But, Sir, how stands the case of Ireland ? 
That is the question I wish to bring under: 
the notice of the Committee, and I ask 
for its indulgence while I attempt to do. 
so. I have seen what has been done for 
education in these countries within the 
last thirty years—old ideas and_ sys- 
tems, as I have said, giving way to 
new ideas and systems; but in Ireland 
I have seen, during all those years, old- 
fashioned ideas and old-fashioned and 
stupid systems maintained and adhered to 
with, I may say, surprising tenacity and 
obstinacy. ‘The same books that were in 
use in the so-called National schools when. 
I was a boy are in use there to-day. One set 
of school books, one system of examina- 
tion, one narrow set of ideas, one narrow 
groove. It is true that in their new rules 
just laid before Parliament the Commis- 
sioners have some important and_ satis- 
factory changes ; but while the countries 
of the whole world have been for years 
alive to the necessity and importance of 
education, the Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland have remained 
ignorant or indifferent to the necessity and 
importance of having the people of Ireland 
properly and intelligently educated. But, 
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Sir, I do not purpose discussing in detail 
the out-of-date and stupid National school 
system of education in Ireland, nor shall 
I criticise the new rules. There is one 
phase of it, and one alone, that I want to 
dwell upon to-day, and that is the policy 
of the Commissioners of Education in 
ignoring the advantages of the bilingual 
system of instruction in those parts of 
Ireland where the Irish language is in 
general use and may be said to be 


Supply—Civil 


the home language. Hon. Gentle- 
men in this House who know any- 
thing of the Welsh educational 


system, or who have acquired other 
languages than their own, will recognise 
the necessity and the advantage of the 
bilingual system, and although its impor- 
tance has been urged, and strongly urged, 
upon the [rish Educational Commissioners, 
this old-fashioned and obsolete body 
ignore the representations made to them 
on this matter; and therefore, Sir, we 
are compelled to bring this all-important 
and vital subject for the proper education 
of our people before this Parliament. 
Hon. Members may be aware that this 
Irish language question has engaged and 
is engaging the anxious attention of the 
people of Ireland. It is a most impor- 
tant question, and the sooner Parliament 
realises that fact and deals with it the 
better. 

We look at this question from two 
standpoints. We believe that as a sepa- 
rate entity, if [ may say so; as a 
separate and distinct nationality; as 


a Celtic people, we should speak 
our own Celtic language. I[ shall not 


go into the policy and the methods 
adopted by this country in the past in 
penalising the Irish language, but the 
Irish people are now determined to 
restore that language as far as it is in 
their power to do so, so that future 
generations of Irishmen will be able to 
speak their own language just as the 
people of Wales to-day speak their Welsh 
tongue. This Parliament can help in 
that direction, and this Parliament is bound 
to recognise and respect—if it acts consti- 
tutionally—the wishes of the Irish people. 
That is our first standpoint. The second 
standpoint from which we view this 
question is the urgent necessity for pro- 
perly educating our children in those 
Irish-speaking districts where Irish is the 
home language. The present system is 
altogether wrong in principle and most 
pernicious in its effects. It is utterly im- 


Mr. O'Malley. 


{COMMONS} 
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possible to acquire a proper knowledge 
of the subjects taught in those schools in 
the Irish speaking districts unless the bi- 
lingual system is adopted. I want that 
fact to be thoroughly realised by the 
Committee, and to enable the Com. 
mittee to fully appreciate it, perhaps 
it will allow me to quote a few 
passages from the report of Mr. Leggard, 
one of Her Majesty’s Chief Inspectors of 
Schools in Wales. I believe efforts haye 
been made to teach the Welsh children 
through the medium of English, but it 
has been fully recognised of late that that 
system was a hopeless failure, and now [ 
believe that the bilingual system is 
universally adopted in the Principality, 
What does Mr. Leggard say in his 
report for 1898 ? 

“No system can really flourish unless it is 
supported by national sentiment and unless it 
has won the affections of the people. In the 
ease of Wales, it is clear, [ think, that eduea- 
tion has got a real hold of the popular 
sympathies, just as it has in the northern part 
of Great Britain. 

“Tt would be well to bear in mind that in 
some of the Welsh-speaking districts the chil- 
dren never hear a word of English outside the 
schools, and so the English language is some- 
thing quite apart from their daily life and 
interests, and is merely « vehicle for school 
lessons. Should it not be frankly re- 
cognised that English is a foreigu language, 
and that it should be taught by the best 
methods of teaching foreign languayes ? Welsh 
children should not merely learn bookish Eng- 
lish, but they should be encouraged from the 
infants’ school upwards to talk in the foreign 
tongue about things that interest them—their 
homes, their games, their pet animals ; and 
when a vocabulary is acquired simple rules of 
grammar will gradually be deduced, and the 
children will be trained in due course by speak- 
ing correctly to write correctly. Instruction 
in English on the lines [ have indicated should 
help Welsh children to appreciate better their 
own mother tongue. ee 

‘For Welsh-speaking districts such expla- 
natory instruction (on other subjects beside 
reading) should in the earlier years of school 
life be to a great extent given in the ver- 
nacular, and the children will thus be able to 
assimilate what they hear. This they cannot 
do while they are puzzled by the unfamiliar 
sounds of an unknown tongue.” 

Mr. L. J. Roberts, one of Mr. Leggard’s 
colleagues, in his report for the same 
year, remarks— 

“The use of bilingual reading-books systema- 
tically throughout a school helps to do away 
with the difficulties of the Welsh child. He 
gains self-confidence, he sees delicate varieties 
of meaning which he could not otherwise 
grasp, his taste for reading in both languages 
is developed, and the mere practice of com- 
paring the idioms of two languages is itself a 
valuable mental exercise.” 
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Mr. 
Leggard, 

“The future of Welsh education is very 
ergo" and the Welsh people have now 
placed within their reach educational advan- 
tayes which were undreamt of at the begin- 
ning of the century.’ 

Can that be said of Ireland? I ask 
again: Can that be said of Ireland? and 
if not, why not? That is the question. 

[ now come to a report by Mr. Darling- 
ton, another Welsh school inspector. Mr. 
Darlington says— 

“T feel strongly that reading as at present 
taught is not doing as much as it might do in 
the direction of stimulating the general in- 
telligence of the scholars. “The fact that in 
teaching a Welsh child to read English we are 
really teaching him the use of a ‘foreign lan- 
guage is at present . .ot sufficiently taken into 
account, and one feels too often that a 
mechanical fluency in reading English is accom- 
panied by the vaguest possible ‘notion of the 
sense of the passage read. The use of bilingual 
readers has done much to make the reading 
lesson a more intelligent exercise. Still more 
satisfactory results are obtained in schools 
where the practice of oral tré anslations forms a 
regular part of the reading lesson.” 


These reports, from which I have given 
ouly a few extracts, are taken from the 
general report of Mr. Leggard, the Chief 
Inspector. Mr. Leggard “concludes his 
enlightened and interesting report in these 
words— 


“T will only say in conclusion that the state 
of elementary edueation in Wales is full of 


Jones, another colleague of Mr. 
says in his report—- 


encoucagement, provided those concerned with , 


it do not rest contented with their achieve- 
ments in the past, but endeavour to make 
steady and united progress in the future 


Tam sure hon. Members will agree with me | 


that there should be no further necessity 
for me to argue the point as to the advan- 


tages of the bilingual system where 
English is not the home language. I[ 


have quoted from the reports of several 
Welsh school inspectors in support of my 
case, and now I shall quote from a solitary 
Irish Commissioner — Dr. Starkie, who 
stands alone, or almost alone, in the 
wilderness of prejudice, ignorance, and 
antediluvianism which surrounds the 
Commissioners of National Education in 
Ireland. Dr. Starkie, in a speech last 
February, used these words— 

“The National Board had made a disastrous 
blunder in thrusting on a Gaelie-speaking race 
asystem of education produced after a foreign 
model and utterly alien to their sympathies 
and antecedents. The attempt was unsound 
{he continued), both philosophically and prac- 
sr ‘ne Board were guilty of narrow 
pedantry in neglecting as worthless the whole 
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spiritual life of the pupil, and the multitude | lingual 
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of associations, imaginations, and sentiments 
that formed the content of his consciousness. 
To this unhappy blunder may be attributed 
the want of initiative and independence, and 
distaste of knowledge, which so hamper the 
industrial development of [reland—qualities so 
alien to the quick sympathies and alert intelli- 
gence which are the most salient characteristics 
of our race.” 

It is quite refreshing to come across an 

‘ Ase 3 a 

[rish official with such broad, enlightened, 
and patriotic views. As far as I know, 
there is only one Nationalist on this 
educational board — Archbishop Walsh, 
and not only is he a Nationalist but he is a 
man of great culture, and he is a strong 
advocate for the bilingual system. Who 
are the other Commissioners ? The pre- 
sent members are the following— 


Nominated in 


Lord Morris as 1868 
E. G. Dease, D.L. ... 1880 
W. L. Newell, LL. D., C.B., 

JP, sate 1886 
J. Maleolm ‘Inglis, J.P. 1887 
Sir Percy R. Grace, Bart., D.L. 1888 
James Morell P 1888 
G. F. Fitzgerald, F.T.C.D., 

F.R.S ... 1888 
= H. Bellingham, Bart., D.L. 1890 

tight Hon. Christopher Palles, 

Lord Chief Baron se y 1890 
Rev. Henry Evans, D. D. .. 1890 
Sir R. Blennerhassett, Bart., 

D.L. Ar oe ara so» %SDE 
Judge Shaw 1891 
Rev. Hamilton B. Ww ilson. D. D. 1892 
Archbishop Walsh, D.D. 1895 
og ey Harrington, J.P. 1895 
W. J. Mo! loy, A inl See 1895 
Fdward Dewden. LL. D., ‘D. Cs L. 1896 
Rey. J. H. sernard, D.D., 

F.T.C.D. 1897 
Right Rev. Mervyn Arehdall, 

D.D. 1897 
WwW. J. M. Starkie (Resident 

Commissioner) 1899 


In that list of twenty gentlemen, I 
venture to say that with the exception of 
Dr. Walsh there is not a man amongst 
them who is not a Unionist. They are 
men who have a horror of every Nation- 
alist sentiment, who are steeped to the 
lips in bigotry, prejudice, and intoler- 


ance, men who see in this Gallic 
League movement, the Scarlet Lady 
of Rome or a_ Republican Ireland. 


These are the gentlemen the Government 
of this country entrust the education of 
the Catholic and Nationalist people of 
Ireland to! Is it any wonder that the 
Irish people hate your modes of govern- 
ing their country ! 
Well, Sir, school 
strongly recommended 
systems in 


inspectors have 
the use of bi- 
several parts of 
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Ireland. The Bishops of Ireland have 
recommended it. Cardinal Logue, the 
head of the Irish Episcopacy, is a mis- 
sionary in the work. Over 200 school 
managers—representing over a thousand 
schools—Protestants as well as Catholics, 
have petitioned the fossils in favour 
of it. Public bodies, such as poor law 
guardians, county councils, district coun- 
cils galore, have passed resolutions in 
favour of it. In fact, Sir, practically 
the whole of Ireland is most earnestly 
in favour of the bilingual system ; 
and I suppose it is because they are in 
favour of it that the Commissioners are 
against it. Such is the way we are governed 
in Ireland. 

I am now, Sir, going to tell the Com- 
mittee what, I suppose, I should have 
told it in the beginning of my observa- 
tions : that we have still in Ireland a large 
number of people who speak only the 
Irish language, and still a larger number 
who speak both languages—Irish and 
English. Along the coast from Donegal, 
round west to Waterford, there are at 
least 30 per cent. of the people speaking 
the Gaelic tongue. I hold in my hand a 
table showing the population in 1891— 
the last census—of eleven counties, Clare, 
Cork, Donegal, Galway, Kerry, Limerick, 
Mayo, Roscommon, Sligo, Tipperary, and 
Waterford. The total population in these 
eleven counties in 1891 was 2,004,193, or 
nearly half the population of the whole 
of Ireland. The number of Irish speakers 
as given in the census list was 638,821, 
so that the percentage of persons speak- 
ing Irish in 1891 was 32. The total 
number of children in the primary 
schools at that time was 308,269, and 
32 per cent. of that number would give 
95,734 children as speaking the Irish 
language in 1891. That is under the 
estimate, because a great many of them 
will not admit that they speak Irish. In 
many of these counties Irish is the home 
language—that is, the children never hear 
a word of English spoken except while 
they are in school. I know this to be a fact, 
for throughout the whole of Connemara, 
my own constituency, the people invari- 
ably talk to each other in Irish. Is it not 
monstrous to think that these children 
are handicapped in life by this stupid 
unilingual system, which not only leaves 
the children uneducated, but positively 


works mental and moral destruction | 
upon them? I daresay the superior 
Englishman will only see another 


Mr. O' Malley. 


{COMMONS} 
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sentimental Irish grievance in this, 
Be it so. Your attitude will only add 
another link to that long chain that 
binds, not England and Ireland in loving 
brotherhood, but adds a link to that 
chain that binds the people of Ireland 
and the people of the Irish race in a bond 
of hatred and ill-will to your infernal 
system and methods of governing our 
country. 


The Chief Secretary is reported to have 
stated in this House, four years ago-- 


“ He could not see that it was desirable to 
artificially stimulate the study of Irish. If 
there was a national desire to do so, he would 
not stand in the way of it. There were, it is 
true, districts in [Ireland where the national 
language was the language of the at and 
where that was the case it was probably true 
that the best way to teach the children was 
to teach them in the language that they 
naturally spoke.” 

These were his words, and I thank 
the Chief Secretary for having uttered 
them. I hope he will see the necessity 
of pushing these sentiments into effect. 
What has he done to satisfy the national 
demand ? Does he want further evidence 


before he is satisfied that there 
is a national demand? The Irish 
Members to a man _ support _ this 
claim. But of course they do not count. 


Does Cardinal Logue count? Do the 
sishops of Ireland count? What of the 
200 managers that memoralised the Com- 
missioners ? Do they not court? What 
of the public bodies? Do they count? I 
will give the right hon. Gentleman some- 
thing that may perhaps count—that 
certainly should count. I have here a 
resolution from the Central Executive of 
the National Teachers’ Association, and 
with the permission of the House I will 
read it— 


“That as practical educationists we heartily 
endorse the statement made by Dr. Starkie, 
the Resident Commissioner of National Eduea- 
tion, in his speech at Glasnevin on the 19th 
February last, that the National Board was 
guilty of a disastrous blunder in thrusting 
upon a Gaelic-speaking race a system of 
education produced after a foreign model and 
utterly alien to their sympathies and ante- 
cedents. In order, therefore, that - tardy 
justice might be done to tens of thousands of 
children in the Irish-speaking districts, we 
hereby demand that in all places where Irish 
is the home language pupils shall be taught to 
read and write Irish from their first entrance 
into school,” ete. 


I will quote one other authority. At the 
National Teachers’ Congress, recently held, 
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the following resolution was unanimously 


passed— 


Supply—Cwil 


“That we cordially recommend all National | 


teachers to use their opportunities on behalf 
of the preservation of the Irish language. 
Being an important aid to a proper elementary 


education throughout the country, and its use | 


in instruction being recommended to teachers 
by the Commissioners of N ational Education, 
we deeply regret the want of provision for 
the instruction of teachers, and request 


the Commissioners and the managers 
of the training colleges to have _pro- 


fessors of Irish in those colleges. That 
while not desiring to reduce the extent 
of the programme for a certificate of com- 
petency to teach Irish, we believe that in the 
matter of text-books the programme could be 
considerably improved. We are also strongly 
of opinion that the programme for pupils 
should be so altzred as to extend over five 
yeats, be more suitably graduated, and be 
freed as much as possible from unpractical 
matter. That in all places where Irish is the 
home language, the pupils shall be taught to 
read and write [rish from their first entrance 
into the school,” ete. 


Ishall trouble the Committee with one 
more quotation. Father O’Leary, the 
parish priest of Castlelyons, co. Cork, 
writing in the Freeman’s Journal of last 
Tuesday, in reply to Lord Russell of Kill- 
owen, who unfortunately is one of the 
very few educated Irishmen who do not 
see eye to eye with us in this matter. 
Father O'Leary puts the case admirably, 
and I shall only quote afew lines from his 
argument proving the evil results from 
the unilingual system. 
says— 

_“Twillask his Lordship to accompany me 
in spirit while we pay a visit to a ‘ National 
School’ situated in one of the Irish-speaking 
districts of this country. There stands the 
teacher. He never speaks a single word of 
Irish to any of his pupils. Look at the faces 
of the children, especially those whose home 
ones is Irish unmixed. They are like 
tench children who never spoke a word of 


English, placed in an English school, and for- | 


bidden to speak a single word of French. 
There is a fixed, dull, closed-up expression on | 
their faces. Examine them in their lessons. 
They repeat syllables of words, but you can 
see at once that the words are not for them the 
expression of ideas. Ask the meaning of a 
word. They repeat the syllables of the 
ieaning exactly as given at the head of the 
lesson, but for them the meaning has no mean- 
ing. Ask for the sense of a sentence. The 
answer is dead silence. A parrot is not capable 
of iving the sense of phrases which he utters. | 
Follow those children home. Hear them, 
plunge into their native element. The duil, 
ixed expression disappears from the face at | 
once. All the varying beams of keen in- 


telligence shine forth at every word and at! 


‘very turn of expression. The following day 
they put on again the mask of dulness.” 


VOL. LXXXVI. [Fourtn Srrtes.] 
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If the right hon. Gentleman, and if this 
House is not satisfied with the volume 
of public and enlightened opinion which 
I have referred to, upon the necessity and 
urgency of introducing a bilingual sys- 
tem in certain districts in Ireland, the 
right hon. Gentleman and this House will 


‘never be satisfied with any further evi- 


dence on the matter, unless, indeed, 
they got some outward and visible sign 
of the indignation and disgust that will fill 
the breasts of Irishmen if their reasonable 
and moderate claim is not soon recognised. 
But I do not despair that this House here 


to-day will mark its appreciation of our 
just claim in this language question. The 
speech of one moment from those benches 
opposite would be worth more than all 
our speeches put together. 


I hope we 
| 


shall have some speeches from those 


benches in our favour to-day. I would 


appeal to the Committee to listen to 


us for once while we make our most 
moderate claim. We have heard a good 


deal in the last few years of your having 
robbed us of two and a half millions a 
year for many years. 
been to your material advantage. 
robbing us of our native language you 
have robbed us of that which has not 
enriched you, but has made us poor 
indeed. 
back our language. 
tional systems in Ireland, so that our 
children, in those Irish speaking districts 
that I have referred to, shall be enabled, 
as Welsh children are enabied, to acquire 
a proper knowledge of English, which is 
now more necessary than ever for their 
equipment in the battle of life. Do some- 
thing genuine and substantial to promote 
and encourage the revival of our Gaelic 
tongue in our primers and intermediate 
schools. 
to do so. 
universal and passionate demand of the 
‘Irish people 
although you will be doing but simple 
justice, you will be going a long way 
towards making reparation for the count- 
less wrongs your country has inflicted 
upon Treland. 
Vote. 


That may have 
But in 


In conclusion, I say, give us 
Revise your educa- 


It will cost you little or nothing 
And if you now respond to the 
of the trish 


and race, 


Sir, I move to reduee the 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


I desire to second the motion which has 
been made by my hon. friend in the 
;admirable speech which he has just 
delivered. 
there is such a scanty attendance in the 


I confess that I regret that 


9 Pp 
ie | 
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House, because it is impossible to con- 
ceive a subject which more deeply 
interests the people of Ireland than the 
one which is now under discussion. Sir, 
Ireland takes a keen interest in this ques- 
tion, because Ireland believes that the 
whole future of the Irish race may be 
said to be largely bound up with this 
question. In the whole history of English 
misgovernment in Ireland I believe 
there is no such glaring instance as this 
of flagrant disregard of the unanimous 
public opinion of the country and of 
obstinate stupidity in a disastrous course. 
This matter concerns the people of Ire- 
land vitally, because it concerns the 
education of the great mass of the poorer 
children in Ireland—that is, those who will 
be the future Irish nation. Now, Sir, allow 
me, without repeating any of the argu- 
ments used by my hon. friend in moving 
this motion, to state in my own words as 
concisely as I can what the case is we 
desire to present to the House. Roughly 
speaking, it is estimated that there are 
some 700,000 Irish-speaking people in 
Ireland, and it is estimated that there are 
some 70,000 Irish children attending the 
National schools who do not know one 
single syllable of English. Now, Sir, for 
these 70,000 children there is no pro- 
vision whatever. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Do I understand the hon. 
Gentleman to say that there are 70,000 
children in Ireland at the present time 
who are unable to speak a word of 
English ! 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I say it is 
estimated that there are 70,000 children 
attending these National schools—perhaps 
I put it a little too far in saying that 
they do not know a syllable of English— 
who know little or no English, and whose 
home language is Irish. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: According to 
the census of 1891 the total number of 
lrish-speaking persons in Ireland was 


only 31,121. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I still main- 


tain that the figures I have given to 
the Committee are correct. But, after all, 
it is a question of degree ; and if the right 
hon. Gentleman supposes that his figures 
are right and the figures supplied to me 
Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 
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are wrong, how far will that bring him in 
refusing! Because if it is only a ques- 
tion of 36,000 children, or of 30,000 
children, or of 20,000 children, still the 
case would be a monstrous one if no pro- 
vision whatever is to be made for the 
proper teaching of these children. But it 
is not merely that there is no special 
provision whatever for the teaching of 
these children, whese home language 
is Irish, but there no provision 
whatever in other districts, where Irish js 
not so much spoken, to enable Irish to be 
taught as a remunerated subject in school 
hours. The case which we make is this: 
that in all places—I speak not now of 
children who cannot speak a word of 
English—but in all cases, in all districts 
where the home language is Irish, the 
children from those homes going into the 
National schools should be taught to read 
and write their own language, and should 
be taught English through the medium of 
their own language; and in the second 
place that Irish ought to be taught in all 
schools of Ireland as a remunerated sub- 
ject in school hours wherever the circum- 
stances of the school, in the opinion of 
the managers, warranted it. That is the 
demand, stated as concisely as I think 
it is possible to state it. Let me ask 
now who makes the demand. Sir, I 
believe it would be impossible to find a 
demand made with more complete unani- 
mity from the people of Ireland than this 
one. In the first place, let me point out 
that the demand has been formally 
brought before the Board of National 
Education in Ireland on a memorial from 
the managers of 1,200 National schools in 
the Irish-speaking districts. It is sup- 
ported, as my hon. friend has mentioned, 
by the declarations of the Irish bishops. 
I may be allowed to repeat what the 
Irish bishops have said. This is the 
resolution passed by the 


is 


unanimous 
Catholic bishops of Ireland 
“We strongly recommend that in the 


primary schools in all Lrish-speaking  dis- 
tricts the instruction should be bilingual, 
English being taught through the medium of 
Irish. We also regard it as most desirable 
in the primary schools of other districts that 
the Irish language should betaught to the child: 
renin the third and the higher classes wherever 
the managers of the schools deem it advisable, 
and the parents make no objection.” 


And in addition to the unanimous de- 
claration of all the Catholic bishops in 
Ireland, there are members of the Pro- 
testant Episcopacy who take the same 
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view ;and some of them—one of whom | 


has recently passed away (I mean the late 
Dr. Greaves)—take a most passionate 
interest in this question. Almost all 
the public-elected boards in Ireland have 
made similar expressions. Corporations, 
county councils, district councils, town 
commissions, urban and district councils, 
who have spoken—and many of them 
have spoken on the question—have given 
expression to the same view. There is 
also the unanimous declaration jaid 
before the Board of National Education 
from the clerical managers of the schools 
in the province of Connaught, which is the 
province chiefly concerned in this demand. 
Then there is the declaration which has 
been alluded to by my hon. friend, made 
by the executive of the National Teachers’ 
Association—that is to say, the men who 
are engaged in the practical work of 
teaching in the schools, and who, so far 
from raising any objection, desire that 
this concesion should be made, and that 
Irish should be taught in their schools. 
The same demand comes from the 
National Teachers’ Congress, held the 
other day in the city of Derry. The 
Irish Members of Parliament are 
unanimous in supporting this demand. I 
do not know whether there is any in- 
dividual Irish Member of Parliament who 
has any objection to Irish _ being 
taught in the National schools, but I 
have never heard of one ; certainly it is 
safe to say that the overwhelming 
majority of Irish Members of all parties 
in this House take the same view. 
Perhaps the most remarkable testimony 
that this view is a sound one has come 
from the ranks of the National Board 
itself. Dr. Starkie has been alluded to, 
and my hon. friend has quoted some of 
his words. I am not going back upon 





them now, although perhaps I may 
have again to allude to them before 
I conclude: but I would point 


out that this demand comes from the 
most responsible Commissioner of the 
Board of National Education in Ireland, 
backing up the unanimous request from 
every public body and every representa- 
ay public opinion in Ireland. And, 

t, [can quote the Chief Secretary as a 
iin to this demand. My hon. friend 


quoted a declaration which the Chief | 


Secretary made some years ago; but this 
very session the right hon. Gentleman, if 


I am not mistaken, in answer to a ques- 
tion across the floor of the House, made a 
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most friendly declaration. He did not 


perhaps go the extreme length that some 
advocates of the Gaelic revival in Lreland 
go, but he made a most sympathetic 
answer, because he said first he fully 
believed that where Irish was the 
language of the children their education 
could be more fully carried out through 
the medium of their own language. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Hear, 
hear ! 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That, no 
doubt, refers to children who come from 


Irish-speaking homes. In the second 
place, the Chief Secretary went on to say 
“While I could not undertake to artificiallY 
stimulate*the study of Irish, yet if there isa 
widespread demand for its teaching [ would 
not stand in the way.” 
Therefore, Sir, I think I am justified in 
quoting the right hon. Gentleman himself 
as a friend to the demand which is now 
made. Now, Sir, I think I have said 
enough to show that it would be quite 
impossible to conceive a demand more 
influentially put forward and more uni- 
versally supported in Ireland than this 
demand which we put forward to-day. It 
is supported by every class of the popula- 
tion ; it is supported by the hierarchy 
and the clergy of not one, but, I believe, 
of all denominations in Ireland. It 1s sup- 
ported by the managers of the schools, by 
the teachers of the schools, by the elected 
representatives of the people, whether in 
this House or in the public boards, 
throughout the country, and I think I am 
justified, therefore, in my assertion that 
no more influential demand was ever 
made in this House. Having stated what 
the demand is, and why we are making 
it, let me consider whether the demand is 
in itself reasonable, moderate, and based 
upon precedent, and whether it is not 
really one which, from an Irish point of 
view, should he considered in the general 
interest of the country. Is it reasonable : 


'The present system of teaching in the 
v oS 


Irish-speaking districts has been proved 
by bitter experience to be useless, and 
that is the explanation of the alarming 
proportion of illiterates which obtains 
in many districts of Ireland. The 
whole experience of this attempt to 
teach English through the medium of 
Engtish to children who come from Irish- 
speaking homes has been to show that 
these children, after they leave school, 
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rapidly lapse into illiteracy. All experi- 
ence proves that the bilingual system of 
education for such districts is the best. I 
am loth to trouble the House, but I would 
like to read one or two sentences from a 
very weighty memorial which has been 


Supply —Cwil 


presented to the National Board of Educa- | 


tion from the managers of 1,200 schools. 


That memorial has been treated with the | 


scantiest courtesy, and so far as I can see 
has received no answer at all. These 
gentlemen, Protestant and Catholic alike 
included in the list of the managers of 
1,200 schools, say— 

“ The children of these districts come from 


Irish-speaking homes, where all the familiar | 


converse of lite, and, still more, all the higher 
and more spiritual ideas, are habitually ex- 
sressed by their parents and elders in Irish. 
The first foundations, and the most important 


part of the mental development of the children 


are thus naturally made in the Irish language. 
We consider it to be a radical error, on the en- 


trance of the children into school, to completely 


ignore the natural foundations thus laid, and 
to commence de novo their education in an un- 
familiar language. To ignore the utility of 
Irish in teaching these children from the out- 


set, is, in our opinion, a primary blunder for 
It is in itself an unnatural | 


many reasons. 


and irrational method of education. It de- 


liberately puts on one side all that the 
children may have learned not alone of the 
vocabulary of common life, but of the finer 


shades of thought and feeling which are emi- 


nently characteristic of the Irish language. | 
It also puts aside the spiritual traditions of 
the Irish language, leaving their place to be 
what should only supplement 


supplied by 


them, and could be made to supplement them, 


in Irish as well as, or better than, in English— 
Expe- 
rience has shown that the native traditional 
taste for poetry and other forms of literature 
and for music is taken away from the people 
A still 
more grievous evil is that their respect for 
home, parents, national traditions, and the 
past of their own people is undermined by the 
present system, and thus the foundations of 
the civic virtues of self-respect and self-reliance, 
so conducive to .the welfare of a people, are 
It often 
happens under the present system that after 
a number of years at school young people prac- 
tically lapse into illiteracy, and forget how to 
Even of those 
who may seem to have profited more « large 
number have little better than a mechanical 
of 
he 
distinguished from the class of illiterates. 
We believe that these defects in education 
will be removed by teaching the children to 
to its fullest 
capacity the language in common use among 
i i This 
belief is not grounded solely on «@ priori 
reasons, but is fully borne out by the experi- 
ences ot primary education in Great Britain, 


namely, direct memorised instructions. 


along with their native language. 


shaken from the commencement. 


read and write simple English. 


standpoint 


proficiency, and from the 
hardly to 


material advancement are 


read and write, and utilise 


the grown people in these districts. 


where for some years the Welsh language ha 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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| capacities of the pupils. 
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been employed in education in the way in 
which we seek to have Irish employed.” 

I ought, perhaps, to apologise for reading 
so lengthy an extract, but the sound 
reasonable argument contained in it de- 
serves the serious attention of all in- 
terested in the education of the young in 
Ireland. For my part I do not know 
what is the answer to it. Dr. Starkie, 
Resident Commissioner of National Edu- 
cation, has spoken much to the same 
effect. He says— 

“The cause is not far to seek why the 
National system has not had the full measure 
of success which its friends would desire for it, 
From the first its besetting sin has been 
centralisation. From the centre in Dublin the 
National Board, disregarding all differences of 


| race and creed and local prejudices, has im- 


posed on all parts of the country a rigid pre- 


| gramme, perhaps ideally satisfactory, but in 


many cases ludicrously ill adapted to the needs 
of the backward districts of Lreland, and tothe 
As an illustration of 
my meaning I may refer to the treatment 
accorded to what seventy years ago was really 
the national tongue. Without committing 


{myself to the extravagances of some of the 
| enthusiasts of the Gaelic League, [ fancy few 


sractical educationalists will deny that the 
National Board were guilty of a disastrous 
blunder in thrusting upon a Gaelic-speaking 
race a system of education produced after a 
foreign model and utterly alien to their sym- 
pathies and antecedents. Such an attempt 
was unsound, both philosophically and _practi- 
cally. Neglecting the principle of continuity 
which pervades all human things, it disre- 
garded the home training and associations of 
the children, and thus rending in twain the 
nascent intelligence, rendered all real develop- 
ment impossible. True education is a refining 
and developing of the whole intellectual life 
and character, and I think there can be little 
doubt that the Board were guilty of narrow 
pedantry in neglecting as worthless the whole 
previous spiritual life of the pupil, and the 
multitude of associations, imaginations, and 
sentiments that formed the content of his 
consciousness. The consequences of such a 
system are inevitable. ‘To this unhappy 
blunder may be attributed the want of initia- 
tive and independence, and distaste of know- 
ledge, which so hampers the industrial develop- 
ment of lreland—qualities so alien to the 
quick sympathies and alert intelligence which 
are the most salient characteristics of our 
race.” 


I saw yesterday in The Times a most 
interesting letter from Mr. Edmund 
Gosse, in which he speaks of the Irish 
language in this way— 

‘‘ Trish has been in literary use for centuries, 
which has held the thoughts of generations 0! 
great men, which has preserved a poetry of 
singular mystery and tenderness. Whether 
we read Lrish or not-for my part I am_ with 
the Saxon majority—that tongue has heen for 
centuries an unseen but priceless appanage o! 
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hidden garden of roses, and, whenever the 
wind has blown from the West, our English 
poetry has felt the vague perfume of it.’ 

It is interesting to know that even the 
most vehement opponents of the study of 
Irish, such as Dr. Atkinson and others 
like him, still admit that children coming 
from where Irish is the familiar language 
ought to be taught English through the 
medium of Irish. Dr. Atidason went 
before the Commission the great 
opponent of the Gaelic revival, and yet 
he used these words— 


as 


E “These children should be taught [risih, and 
they would learn it with very great advantage 
because they speak it from their childhood 

If they spoke it, then it would be 
right to teae h them in their own mother 
tongue. It is wrong to children not to teach 
them in their mother tongue If they 
know Lrish better than English coming into 
the school, let their education be Irish. If the 
child thinks in the Irish language, let him be 
taught in the Irish language. ‘3 





k 
: 
a 
‘ 
a 


Surely L have said enough to show that 
the demand which is made is in itself a 
reasonable one, and that it has the sup- 
port of the most eminent educational 
authorities in Ireland. Let me ask fora 
moment whether the demand is without 
precedent. We are not asking for any- 
thing strange, extravagant, or unheard of. 
As « matter of fact, we are asking for that 
which is to-day possessed by Wales, and 
notmore thanis possessed by the Highlands 
of Scotland. I want to know by what 
constitutional theory can this demand, 
put forward by practically every class and 
creed in Ireland, and proved to be reason- 
able in the opinion of skilled education- 
alists, is to be refused, and why an 
irresponsible body of men nominated by 
the Crown, or a majority of them, is to 
insist in excluding this Irish language 
from our schools in spite of the universal 
desire of the people of Ireland?) What 
we ask for to-day is less than exists in 
Wales. In the Welsh Code for 1900, it 
is set forth that the Welsh language is 
one of the subjects which may be taken 
up if it suits the circumstances of the 
schools, and the managers approve. 
Then, in the standard of examinations on 
element: ary subjects there is dictation 
from Cymric reading-books. In Welsh 
translations from English, the written 
examination may be in both English and 
Welsh, and there is history reading both 
in Welsh and English, Further, T find 
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British literature. The language of Ireland | 
has been blossoming there unseen, like a 
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that English is to be taught bilingually. 
Special provision is also made for the 
training of the teachers in Welsh, and in 
their examinations they are obliged to be 
able to read Welsh and recite Welsh 
poetry. Under the head of history, the 
teachers must show a knowledge not 
only of English history, but of the 
histor vy of W ales prior to the union with 
England ; and further, submit to a test 
of their ‘knowledge of the history of 
Wales generally. “a want to know why 
all this should be given to Wales and 
denied to Ireland. All that we ask 
that the bilingual system of teaching 
should be set up in Irish-speaking dis- 
tricts where the children come from Irish- 
speaking homes, and that in other districts 
Irish may be one of the remunerated 
subjects taught, if the managers so desire 
it, in the school hours. The Scotch Code 
makes almost precisely the same provision. 
In the Gaelic-speaking districts, that is, in 
the counties of Inverness, Argyll, Ross 
and Cromarty, and Suthe land, an extra 
pupil-teacher is allowed in respect of bi- 
lingual teaching, and provision is made 
also for the teaching of Gaelic in the 
training colleges. It seems to me that a 
demand put forward as this has been, and 
supported by all classes of the people of 
Ireland, proves to be reasonable and based 
on the precedents of Scotland and Wales, 
and that the contemptuousrejection of that 
demand by this nominated, irresponsible, 
and intensely anti-national Board is a 
most monstrous thing, which the House 
of Commons ought not to tolerate for one 
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is 


instant. There is another aspect of the 
which appeals to us Irishmen, 
however it may appeal to English Mem- 


bers. 


questi mn 


At this moment—and there is no 
of the Chief Secretary underrating 
the feeling of the Irish—an intense and 
passionate movement exists in favour of 
saving the remnants of the Irish tongue 
for the Irish people of the future. It is 
natural, because to all Irishmen, whatever 


use 


their class, or creed, or politics, who are 
proud of their country, of its history, of 
its traditions, when in the old times, 
almost among Western nations, 
Ireland held aloft the lamp of learning 
and cherished the truths of religion, this 
neglect of the ancient tongue of the: 
forefathers must seem an unpardonable 
wrong ; and [ say in a special way to 


alone 
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ull those who love the songs and stories 
and folk lore of Ireland, to all those— 
“ Who love a nation’s legends, 

Love the ballads of a people, 

That, like voices from afar off, 

Speak in tones so plain and childlike, 

Scarcely can the ear distinguish 

Whether they are sung or spoken ”— 
to all such who treasure poetry, the 
romance and the music of their country, 
as things which give individuality and 
character to their race, and almost a soul 
to their nation—to all such men, this 
wanton attempt to destroy the Irish 
tongue must seem an outrage and a 
sacrilege. The injury to Ireland is a 
material and a moral one at the same 
time. This system undoubtedly dwarfs 
the mtellects and stunts the minds of the 
young children of Ireland, on whom will 
depend the future well-being and _pros- 
perity of the country. It deprives them 
ot all knowledge of a glorious past, and 
shuts them out from the slightest glimpse 
of the poetic and romantic literature, and 
it places upon them the humiliating badge 
of inferiority. This authority in [reland 
must not be permitted to do this wrong, 
and we are here to appeal to every in- 
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dependent Member of the House to 
aid in preventing this wrong being 
perpetrated in future. We appeal 


in an especial way to those kinsmen of 
ours of the Celtic race who are here from 
Scotland and Wales. We ask them to 
assist us in putting an end to this wrong, 
and in helping us to do for our country 
what they have succeeded in doing for 
their own—to protect the ancient tongue 
of our forefathers, in which is enshrined 
so much of the glorious heritage that has 
come down through the centuries to Ire- 
land from her her poets, her 
scholars, and her statesmen. 


A CAR 
sages, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £787,403, be 
granted for the said Service.” — (Jr. 
Y Mulley.) 


{COMMONS} Service Estimates. 


*Min. RENTOUL (Down, FE.) : This is | 


in no sense, in my opinion, a_ political 
question, but one which we may discuss 
quite freely, although we may take differ- 
ent views upon the subject ; and I must 
say that with the views which have been 


expressed upon the opposite side of the | 


House I disagree in every particular. 
That being so, I desire to put before the 
Committee the reasons which have led me 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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' to the conclusion at which I have arrived. 


The hon. Gentleman who moved this 
motion said everything that could possibly 
be said in its favour from that side of the 
House, and, although the seconder of the 
motion made an eloquent and most 
powerful speech, he did not add 
much, if anything, to the arguments 
already urged by the hon. Gentle- 
man whom he supported. The mover 
of the motion made an attack on the 
books used in the schools of Ireland, and 
in that respect I entirely disagree with 
him. I have studied those books as a 
boy, and have since compared them with 
the books used in English schools, and I 
have come to the deliberate conclusion 
that there are no books anywhere which 
are better than those used by the National 
School Board of Ireland. There are 
several of the Irish school books which 
could not possibly be beaten for the pur- 
poses for which they are designed. But 
the question before the Committee is the 
question of the Irish language, and I only 
refer in passing to the books, and [I say 
that I have not been able to agree with 
the observations with regard to them 
made by the hon. Gentlenian. Coming to 
the Irish language itself, 1 think the bilin- 
gual system is anexcellent one, and tolearn 
two languages perfectly is far better than 
to learn half a dozen imperfectly. Fora 
man to be able to speak two languages is 
avery great advantage ; it broadens his 
mind, and enables him to enlarge his 
knowledge and acquire other subjects. 
But are two languages, properly learned, 
possible for the poor people of any 
country ! Are there any countries where 
the working classes learn two languages ! 
{A Voice from the Irish benches: Yes— 
Wales.] In many parts of Wales it is 
true that Welsh is spoken as the mother 
tongue, and the people as they grow up 
acquire English; but take France or 
Germany, or any other Continental 
country. Are the poor people of those 
countries able to speak two languages ! 
Does such a thing exist anywhere ? 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Yes, in half 
a dozen places. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): What 
about Antwerp ! 


*Mr. RENTOUL: I should certainly 
like to see that assertion proved, and 
Antwerp does not prove it. Those 
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who have lived among Continental 
nations will admit they have never come 
across anything of the sort. You may go 
through the city of Paris, or Berlin, or 
other Continental cities from end to end 
before you find two mechanics who have 
really learned more than one language, and 
it is not for us in this House to make 
statements which are not borne out by 
the facts. {Interruption from the Irish 
benches.] Hon. Gentlemen will have an 
opportunity to prove the statement they 
make; but surely it is only fair that a 
man should be allowed to express his 
opinions with regard to the teaching of a 
language, even if they do not coincide 
with those of the hon. Gentleman opposite. 
I do not believe it is possible for the 
working people of any country to learn 
two languages, and I have not come across 
any who have. They have neither the 
time nor the inclination. But supposing 
it were possible for two languages to 
be taught, would it wise for the 
Irish people to make the «ncient language 
of their country the second one ? Do the 
Irish people who send their children to 
expensive schools in Ireland make the 
Irish language one of the languages to be 
taught to their children? They have 
them taught French or German, but do 
they have them taught the Irish language? 
And is it wise to try to encourage the 
lower classes in a study of a language 
which the higher classes themselves have 
not learned and do not teach their child- 
ren? If it were possible to learn any 
number of languages one would be very 
glad to have Irish taught as one of them ; 
but the time for learning spoken lan- 
guages is limited, and the number of 
languages one can learn is limited, and 
human intellect is limited, everywhere ex- 
cept among Lrish Nationalists. Now, speak- 
ing of this particular language, we know 
that men and women of the better classes 
do not have their children taught Irish 
[Cries of “Oh, oh ! ”) Task what member 
of the Irish party in this House is having 
his children taught Irish? I am very far 
from making an attack upon the Irish 
language. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo alluded to a man who spoke of 
Irish literature as disgusting and abomi- 
nable. That is certainly the last charge 
I would make—for one reason, that I am 
not sufficiently familiar with Irish litera- 
ture to make such an attack—nor do I 
think that any good is done by making 
an attack of that sort, especially as all 


be 
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Celtic scholars admit that the ancient 
Irish literature is much richer and more 
beautiful than the literature of any of the 
other five Celtic languages. We know that 
there are historical documents in the 
Irish language of the highest possible 
order, and poems—epic, lyme, and 
didactic—of unrivalled beauty and mar- 
vellous pathos: but there is a difference 
between teaching a language to a whole 
people and preserving the ancient docu- 


ments of that language. Is anyone 
taught in Italy to speak the Latin 


which was spoken in ancient Rome ? 
Yet it is not as a dead language, but as a 
living one, that hon. Gentlemen wish [rish 
to be taught. The mover of the motion 
spoke, in reference to the teaching 
of the Irish language, of its value. It 
he refers to its value to philologists, no 
one disagrees with him ; but if he refers 
to its practical value, then [ assert that it 
has hardly any value. It seems to 
me that the practical value of a language 
depends entirely upon the number of 
pecple who speak it. 


Mr. DILLON: Then Chinese should 
he the most valuable language in the 
world. 


*Mr. RENTOUL: [am glad to be able 
to answer the hon. Gentleman upon that 
point. Only some two years ago a move- 
ment was started by many leading men in 
London to try and get Chinese taught even 
in preference to Frenchor German, because 
of its greater commmercial value. Of 
course, if a language is only to be learned 
for mere sentimental reasons, and not for 
reasons of travel, trade, or other practical 
purposes, we can well understand that a 
language which is spoken at the top of a 
mountain in Russia by about 150 people 
altogether would'be the most valuable of 
languages, because it is one of the rarest 
and most peculiar. Speaking of European 
languages, would any man wish his 
children to be taught Portuguese in preter- 
ence to French or Italian or Spanish ? And 
yet Portuguese is an excellent language. 
Is not the feeling of all men who have to 
do with the study of modern languages 
to go inthis direction when they say that 
the more a language is what they calla 
world speech or wmngungsprache language, 
the more is that language one that ought 
to be learned ? Discussion is often carried 
on as to whether German or French is 
the more valuable language—that is, 











695 Supply—Civil 

which affects the larger number of 
people? If a man is to have only 
one language, I think it is clear 
to everyone that the most valuabie 


language he can have is English, and next 
to that is French, because French will 
serve you in a greater number of the 
countries of the world than any 
other language except English. Except 
for sentimental reasons it would be 
absolutely valueless to teach the Celtic 
language in Ireland. The value of a 
language depends not merely on the use 
you can make of it not in your own 
country, but of the use you can make of 
it when you leave your own country. 
[Laughter.| Imust say that I fail entirely 
to see what is in the minds of hon. Mem- 
bers. If I were going to travel I would 
certainly very much prefer that my own 
language was English rather than Portu- 
guese. Portuguese may be a_ better 
language from the grammarian’s point of 
view than English, but it would not serve 
me one-twentieth as much as English 
would do. If a language is to serve the 
purpose for which it wasintended— namely, 
that men may convey their ideas to the 
men whom thev meet — necessarily, 
the greater the number of pecple who 
speak a language the more the value of 
that language to who are 
about the world and doing the business 
of the world. The mover of the motion 
spoke of the value of the Irish language. 
But what real value has it? If he wants 
the people of Ireland to learn a Continental 
language he will recollect how much they 
would be handicapped from the entire 
absence of books for teaching French, 
German, or Italian, or any Continental 
language through the medium of the 
Irish language. It has been argued—I 
do not know whether it was referred to 
in this debate—as one strong reason in 
favour of teaching the Celtic language that 
the Jews, who are passionately attached 
to their own religion and nationality, 
teach the Hebrew language as well as 
the language of the country in which 
they are placed. That is easily explained. 
They never teach colloquial or cursive 
Hebraic. They teach the language of 


eons 
aVibS 


men 








their prayers and of ecclesiastical doeu- 
ments, but they do not teach their 
children colloquial Hebrew as they teach 


them French or German. So that if any 
argument is to be drawn from what 
Jews do, it would prove that the 
people should teach their childre: 


Mr. Pee nioul, 


the 
Irish 
Latin, 
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that being the language of the prayers 
and ecclesiastical documents of the Church 
of the large majority of the people of 
Ireland. The first question to settle is, 
what is the purpose for which you desire 
the second language ? Is it for sentiment 
or for practical purposes? If it is for 
sentiment, can Ireland in her present 
commercial and financial! position afford 
to sacrifice practical utility to sentiment? 
If the second language is wanted for 
practical purposes, then comes the ques- 
tion, what do other nations do which have 
an ancient language still lingering among 
a few of the lower orders of the people 
and yet have as the real language of the 
people some imported tongue ? What do 
practical and prosperous peoples do in such 
circumstances? ‘Take the case of the Bel- 
giaas. Their ancient language is Flemish. 
They do not teach French through Flemish, 
they do not teach Flemish at the expense 
of French. I had an opportunity, when in 
delgium not long ago, of hearing a number 
of classes examined, and | told 
that there is a desire there on the part 
of educationists to relegate the Flemish 
language to the category of ancient 
history, and to make the French language 
the speech to be used in the country. We 
know that the Belg ie, perhaps, the 
most practical people in the whole of 
Europe. We are told that there are no 
people so successful according to their 
numbers, or who make so good a use of 
life’s opportunities generally. That is the 
experience of highly practical men in con- 
nection withan extremely energetic people, 
andthe exampleof the Belgiansis very much 
in point when Irishmen are discussing 
this question not from a political but 
from a purely practical point of view, as 
showing what is best for the country 
in its practical interests. If Irish 
were spoken as much as English in 
America, Australia, and other countries 
where Irishmen go, I should certainly 
think then there was something to be 
said for making Irish the language of the 
country. I do not suppose Irish is a 
worse language from any point of view, 
but I look at this question from the prac- 
tical side, and we cannot get over the fact 
that Irish is not spoken elsewhere. A 
good deal has been said about the advan- 
tage of teaching English as far as possible 
through Irish to the pupils in Irish 
schools. I may be in an extreme minority 
in this matter—I fancy that the Chief 
Secretary is probably against me—but 
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that would not be my aim. If I were 
temorrow going to learn a foreign 
language I should prefer to be taught 
that language through itself, and to make 
what effort I could to understand it. I 
believe I would arrive at a knowledge of 
that language quicker in that way. The 
hon. Member for South Donegal seems to 
be highly amused by that statement, but 
after all, a great many Members of the 
House have done exactly what I have 
said. Numerous Members of the 
House have gone to foreign countries 
without knowing the language at 
al. They did not go to lodge 
with an English family to learn French, 
or German because they were English- 
speaking people. No ; they plunged into 
aforeign house altogether, and picked up 
the language as well as they could, that 
bing the quickest way in which the 
language could be acquired, so that by 
only teaching English through Irish in 
the schools in Ireland you would 
adopt the quickest mode of acquiring a 
knowledge of English. The people of 
Ireland, as regards their relation to the 


not 


lrish language, are of three classes : first, 
those who do not know Irish, which 


is nine-tenths of the people ; second, those 
who know and speak both English and 


lrish ; and thirdly, some thirty or forty 
thousand who know only Irish. The 
first class had better leave Irish alone ; 


the second class had better cultivate the 
English, and the third class had better 
learn English by mixing with English- 
speaking people. The hon. Member who 
moved the reduction of the Vote made what 
appeared to me to bea very extraordinary 
statement. He said that the teaching of 
the Irish language would bind the Irish 
abroad more closely to the Irish at home. 
No doubt he believed that was an argu- 
ment, but I could not for the life of me 
see how it could possibly affect that ques 
tion, For example, the Irish people who 
are scattered abroad in America and 
Australia do not know the Irish language. 
How the teaching of Irish as their mother 
tongue to the per yple of Ireland could draw 
them closer to the Irish people in America 
who do not know that language, and never 
desire or try to learn it, I fail entirely to 
understand. Indeed, it seems to me the 
very opposite would be the result. As a 
matter of fact, very few people in Ireland 
speak Trish alone. Very few indeed 


are dependent on the Celtic language, 
very 


and few of the 
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are proud that they speak the two lan- 
guages. The tendency is rather the other 
way—rather to deny that they know the 
Irish language than to admit that they do 
know it. Since so few people speak the 
Irish language in Ireland would it not be 
a monstrous thing to fetter the educa- 
tional energies of the country by trying 
to revive a language which, if it once 
became the sole language, would be of the 
greatest disadvantage to the people of 
Ireland in their intercourse with other 
nations? Wales and the Welsh language 
have been referred to. But in Wales the 
Welsh language is spoken by the bulk of 
the people. Almost every Welsh Mem- 
ber addresses his constituents in Welsh. 
What Irish Member addresses his con- 
stituents in Irish? In Wales it is simply 
the question of keeping alive a living lan- 
guage, which the bulk of the people and 
nearly all the educated classes can speak 
and read ; but in Ireland it is the question 
of reviving a language that is practically 
dead. You might as well try to make 
Latin the spoken and living language of 


Italy along with Italian. This idea of 
reviving the Irish language is an idle 


dream. Scholars may explore the trea- 
sure-houses of its literature, but it never 
can and never ought to be the language of 
the whole people. Lord Russell of Killowen 
is always a useful man to quote on your 
side, but he is not useful to quote on the 
other side. In this particular instance, 
as he is so strongly on my side, I may 
refer to a statement he made lately which 
has been published in all the papers. 
Speaking at a meeting of the Gaelic 
League he said the attempt to revive the 
Irish language was foolish from every 
possible point of view. My hon. friend 


asked—Is not this demand reasonable ? 
I say, No, itis not. That is the point 
on which we difler at the very start. 
There are many demands which the Irish 
people could make with regard to 
education with which I might not 
be able to agree, and yet I would 
not sav they were unreasonable. 


It does not seem to me to be a demand 
that will ever entertained by the 
Government. It may be discussed on 
antiquarian grounds in the House, but it 
is not one that will ever be carried into 
force. I think it would be a very bad 
thing for the people of Ireland. The 
gentleman who opened this debate said 


be 


that some of us opposed the Irish 
language because we thought that 
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if the Irish people were to learn the 
Irish language Rome would have more 
power over them. I cannot see how 
for that reason Rome could have more 
power over them, seeing that Rome does 
not know Irish. If Irish were the lan- 
guage of Rome I could understand it. We 
are not discussing a question of religion, 
but a question of language on its own 
merits, no matter how it might bear on 
any particular cause. It seems to me 
that one of the best possible tests of 
sincerity in this matter is to ask, 
what do hon. Gentlemen opposite do in 
the case of their own families! What 
does an educated, enlightened — Irish 
Nationalist do in regard to his own 
family? That is the test of the whole 
thing. What has been done in his own 
education in this matter? The value of a 
foreign language, especially French, to 
anyone who has the opportunity of going 
abroad is immense, and if, though it 
would not be perhaps practicable, a demand 
were made by the Irish Nationalists in 
this House for a further sum in order 
to encourage the teaching of the French 
language I would be with them. My 
hon. and learned friend the Member for 
South Donegal knows the difficulty which 
travelling abroad involves. He knows 
perfectly well that even his immense 
knowledge of the Celtic language does 
not serve in the slightest degree. He 
knows very well how one of hiscountrymen 
—shall I say one of his own colleagues ?— 
some time ago wanted to leave his luggage 
in the cloak-room at a railway station in 


Supply—t vil 


Italy. This gentleman did not know 
Italian; he knew simply English and 


Irish, and a little Latin learned solely 
in graveyards. He procured — the 
attendance of the station-master by the 
use of the word generalissimo, which he 
saw signed to a printed notice, and which 
he took to mean station-master, and he 
thought that the intelligent station-master 
would be so fond of the ancient language 
of his country that he would understand 
Latin. The traveller on the arrival of the 
station-master pointed to his luggage and 
said “ Requiescat in pace,” and then, point- 
ing to himself, said ‘ Resurgam.” By this 
device ideas were exchanged—the luggage 
was “to rest in peace” till the traveller 
“‘rose again,” or, in less poetic words, 
“‘came back toclaimit.” A little Italian 


would have been very valuable to 
the traveller, but not Celtic. In 
that case the Irishman knew the 


Mr. Rentoul. 
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Celtic language, but not the lan- 
guage of the country he visited. [ 


would advise my hon. friends Opposite, 
instead of demanding to foist an im- 
practicable language on the people, to 
turn their attention to other matters 
which would do a great deal more for the 
people. [would remind them that cer- 
tain districts to which the hon. Member 
referred, where the Irish language is 
almost exclusively spoken, are also the 
poorest in Ireland. Was that in favour 
of the Irish language or against it ? There 
are a great many districts in Donegal 
where a great many people speak the 
language, but does that save them from 
the poverty that exists in that country? 
I would feel myself in a far more happy 
condition if I were able to support hon. 
Members from Ireland in something that 
would be for the good of the country, 
instead of having to take part in a debate 
year after year on an entirely worthless 
and foolish demand by gentlemen very 
few of whom understand or speak five 
sentences of the language about which 
they indulge in a long and empty and 
ludicrous debate. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I hope 
hon. Members from Ireland will not object 
to a Member from another part of the 
kingdom taking part in the debate for 
afew moments. The question they have 
raised is one of very wide and general 
interest to all parts of the United King- 
dom. The question really has absolutely 
nothing to do with pelitics. It might 
have been a political object, or had some 
political influence and importance sixty 
or seventy years ago. I believe that 
Daniel O’Connell used to address large 
mass meetings in Ireland in the Irish 
language, and I rather think that the 
great gathering on the battlefield of 
Clontarf was to have been so addressed ; 
but we know that now you could not find 
anybody speaking Irish alone within fitty 
miles of Clontarf. I do not think any 
newspapers are published in Irish. [AN 
Hon. Member: There are three news- 
papers.] Are they daily newspapers! 
|AN Hon. Member: Weekly news 
papers.| A weekly newspaper nowadaysis 
apt to be more in the nature of a magazine. 
There are no daily newspapers, and I 
have never heard of a vernacular press. 
[AN Hon. Memper: Daily papers have 
columns in Irish.] I am glad to hear that. 
I was not aware of it. The vernacular press 
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has, at any rate, never been supposed to be 
in any way a cause of political agitation. 
The other remark I want to make is that 
this is not a question of promoting the Irish 
language at the expense of the English. 
I do not understand that that is for a 
moment intended. The whole argument 
of the hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down has been directed to that point, 
and is therefore quite irrelevant. I do 
not think the Chief Secretary supposes 
that it is intended the teaching of Eng- 
lish shall be in any way sacrificed to the 
teaching of Imsh, or that anyone who 
does not use Irish as the home tongue 
shall be tanght Irish in the schools unless 
be desires to learn it. It is not suggested 
that anywhere except in the — I[rish- 
speaking districts should the teaching of 
Irish become a regular part of the school 


work. Of course, obviously it is for the 
advantage of the children that they 
should be able to speak and read 
and write English. English will open 
for them a wider career in life than 


Irish possibly could. I believe that the 
Welsh Members think—and so far as 
I know, the Irish Members also think— 
that English will be positively better 
taught and understood if taught through 
Irish. I am not going to argue this ques- 
tion as a matter of national sentiment, or 
what you would call the sentimental 
value of language. Personally, lam under 
the influence of that sentiment. I own 
that it would seem to me a great mis- 
fortune if the ancient Celtic languages 
were altogether to disappear. I would 


be sorry to see Irish disappear and 
should have the same regret were 
Gaelic or Welsh to vanish. I know 


that in France there is the same wish not 
to let the ancient languages die out. There 
is a desire to keep the Breton and the 
Basque, and there has been an important 
revival of Provencal. One of the finest 
poems France has produced in the 
last fifty years is a poem, ‘ Mireio,” 
written in the old Provengal language. 
Therefore there is a great deal to be 
said for keeping the old language. At 
the same time I am bound to say with all 
respect to the distinguished Irish literary 
man who wrote an interesting letter to 
The Times a few days ago, that I do not 
think there is much prospect at this time 
of day of our succeeding in making the 
ancient Celtic language a vehicle for 
modern literature. It is a dangerous 
experiment to try to turn an ancient 
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classical language into a modern one as 
respects either syntax or vocabulary. The 
genius of a modern people is too different 
from that of the ancients. The experi- 
ment has been tried in Greece, and 
modern Greek is not nearly so natural 
and self-consistent a language since they 
have endeavoured to make it classical 
and to bring in the old classical forms of 


expression. They would have done 
better to develop a good modern 
language out of their Romaic. How- 


ever, | shall not attempt to argue this 
question upon these sentimental consider- 
ations, because although they appeal to 
some of us very strongly, and although I 
have the warmest sense of the splendour, 
the brilliance, and the imaginative power 
ot theancient Irish literature, an imagina- 
tive quality quite unique, and with a wild 
charm of the Western sea that is all its 
own ; still [think these are arguments that 
do not appeal to everyone here ; and if we 
have got a strong practical case—as I be- 
lieve we have—tor teaching the old Celtic 
languages, | would rather argue it on that 
basis and put considerations which may 
appeal to persons like the hon. Mem- 
ber who has just sat down. I come to 
the practical question, and that is this: 
can anything be done—usefully and 
practically done—to meet the demands of 
the Members from Ireland? My excuse 
for interfering in the debate is that I once 
had some experience on this subject. I 
had, thirty-four years ago, the honour of 
being assistant commissioner of a Roval 
Commission which was to examine into the 
endowed grammar schools of Wales. I 
had to make inquiry there as to the best 
way of dealing with a large number of 
Welsh-speaking boys in order to teach 





them both English and their own 
language. The testimony was that 


you teach English better and stimulate 
the general intelligence more if you use 
Welsh as well as English in the teaching, 
and if you teach Welsh as a cultivated 
language side by side with English. I 
dare say some of the Welsh Members 
present can give in their own experience 
a better illustration of this than I 


can. However, the Welsh clergymen 
and schoolmasters whom I consulted 
were all agreed that the bilingual 


system not only taught the children 
English better, but was useful in other 
respects. It is easy to see why that 
should be so, because when you take a 
child and hegin to teach it another lan- 
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guage in addition to its own language the 
child isobliged to transfer thought from one 
set of words to another, and in doing so 
is obliged to get a much more exact idea of 
the nieaning of words, of the genius of a 
language, and of the nature of the trans- 
ference of thought than it is possible to 
get in one language only. That is what we 
all do in learning Latin. We are obliged 
to turn our thoughts which we form in 
English into the form which the same 
thoughts would take ina differentlanguage, 
and that is one reason why I think no kind 
of instruction is more valuable than the 
writing of Latin prose, and the same 
thing applies in the case of English and 
Irish. Now I come tothe hon. Member for 
East Down, who asked why we should begin 
to teach children a language which might 
be of no use to them. He asked whether 
there were any countries in Europe where 
the people speak two languages. Why, 
it is hard to find a country in Europe in 
which there are not many people using 
two languages. 


Mr. RENTOUL: I said the mechanics 
and working classes. 


Mr. BRYCE: There are a great many 
parts of Europe’ where the working 
classes speak two languages. In Belgiuma 
large numberof people of the humbler class 
speak Flemish and French ; in Denmark a 
large part of the peasantry speak German as 
wellas Danish, and in France many of the 
population speak two languages. In Ger- 
many there are large districts where the 
national language of the population is 
Slay, but where many also speak German, 
and it is the same all through the Austrian 
Empire. In Hungary and Croatia and 
Dalmatia there is a large bilingual popu- 
lation. 


Mr. G. W. 
Italian Alps. 


BALFOUR : And in the 


Mi. BRYCE: And as my right hon. 
friend reminds me, it is the same all 
through the valleys of the western part 
of the ‘Italian Alps, where both French 
and Italian are spoken. The same thing 
is also true in Spain, : 

Mr. RENTOUL: And Yorkshire. 

Mr. BRYCE: If the hon. Member 
thinks that the language of Catalonia or 
Galicia differs no more from classical 


Mr. Bruce . 
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Castilian than the Yorkshire speech 
differs from classical English, he jis 
much mistaken. The hon. Member for 


East Down says he cannot see. why two 
languages should be taught when English 
is the language to be used. I would 
remind the hon. Member that the proposal 
is to teach English through the medium 
of the native language. The question is 
whether you should not make the best 
possible use of their native language. 
The hon. Member’s idea is that you ought 
to teach English through English, which 
means that you are to address a child in 
a language which he does not understand, 
The truth is that it isa great piece of 
fortune in training the minds of 
children that they should have a language 
already which they can use to enable 
them to compare the English, and they 
will learn English any more 
slowly or any less thoroughly if they 
are taught it through Irish than if 
that language is neglected. Irish ought 
to be taught not as a vernacular, but as a 
literary language. You ought to have 
reading books in Irish, and the children 
ought to he accustomed to translate the 
Trish reading hooks into English and vice 
Tn the training colleges in Scotland 
and in Wales special instruction is given 
to the teachers who are going to teach in 
the districts where Welsh o1 i 
the common tongue to enable them to use 
Gaelic or Welsh as the vehicle of instrue- 


xood 
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ot 


ves 


Gaelic is 


tion. This ought to be done in Ireland 
also. I submit, therefore, that the demand 
which the Irish Members make is a 
very reasonable and moderate demand 


As for Celtic philology, that is rather a 
matter for higher secondary schools and 
iniversities, but I may point out that the 
largerthenumber of people to whom instruc- 
tion is given in Irish, the more prospect 
is there that in after life some of them 
will avail themselves of it to study the 
language scientifically end to make use of 
the abundant and rich materials which 
exist for the study of ancient Irish history 
and Irish literature, materials which have 
heen very sparingly and inadequately used 
so far. Many vears ago I happened to spend 
a summer vacation in Ireland, where I 
obtained lessons in Irish—lessons which, 
to my regret, I have now forgotten—from 
the son of an Irish peasant who had 
developed a remarkable talent for philo- 
logy, and who at that time promised to 
become—(he died long ago, before that 
promise could be fulfilled)—one of the 
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ablest philologers in the United 
Kingdom. The instance of that man 


makes me believe that if we were to give 
the Irish-speaking population a chance of 
studying Irish as a literary language 
we might have a much __ larger 
number of persons studying Irish history 
and literature; and I think that it 
js an object with which everybody in this 
House who takes an interest in history 
and literature, whether he be an Irish- 
man or not, will deeply sympathise. 
I must apologise for having detained 


the House so long, but without 
venturing to express an opinion 


upon the precise rules which onght to be 
mace to meet the wishes of the Irish Mem- 
bers, I do think that they have made out a 
case for a much wider teaching of [rish 
then now exists, and I would suggest to the 
Chief Secretary that he should go fully 
into the subject. I think we are particu- 
larly fortunate in having a Chief Secretary 
who is himself a man of high literary ability 
and attainments, and who has, I fee! sure, 
every sympathy with the study of Irish 
literature. If the right hon. Gentleman 
feels any doubt as to the best way in 
which this can be done, I hope that he 
will refer it for inquiry to those who have 
practical knowledge of the subject either 
in Wales or in Scotland, who are them- 
selves men of educational experience, 
and that he will endeavour to induce the 
Commissioners to frame a scheme which 
will go far to meet the complaints made 
to-day, and thus turn the opportunities 
which Ireland offers in this matter to far 
better account. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I find myself 
in such distinct agreement with the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman that I have 
hardly any criticism to offer to his very 
valuable contribution to the debate, 
except in one particular. I do not 
think the right hon. Gentleman has 
fully realised the nature and extent 
of the demand which has been made. 
The hon. Member for Waterford began 
his speech by saying that the whole 
future ot the Irish race was bound wp in 
this question. I think that statement 
alone will indicate to the right hon. 
Gentleman that he has somewhat mini- 
mised what is now being asked for. I 


{20 JuLy 1900} 


think the right hon. Gentleman will | 


hardly be prepared to say that this is a 
question involving the whole future of 
the Irish race. The reason why the hon. 
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Member for Waterford dwells so much 
upon this question, involving the future 
of the Irish race, is because he believes 
that the large mass of the children in Ire- 
land speak the native language. When 
the hon. Member for Waterford quoted 
statistics upon this point, I interrupted 
him inthe middle of his speeeh, because 
I thought the numbers which he gave to 
the Committee on this subject were ex- 
tremely misleading. I have here an ex- 
tract from the Report of the Census Com- 
missioners of Ireland. From table 155 it 
will be seen that in 1881, 64,167 per- 
sons were returned as speaking Irish 
only, and that in 1891 the number 
so returned was 38,121, or 26,046 
less than in 1881 ; also, that in 
1881 the number of persons returned 
as able to speak Irish and English was 
885,765, and that in 1891 it was 642,053, 
or 243,712 less than in 1881. It is per- 
fectly clear thatif the number of children 
affected by the changes asked for is con- 
fined to Irish-speaking districts it will not 
be anything like what the hon. Member 
for Waterford appears to imagine. The 
problem is not, therefore, such a very ex- 
tensive one, and it must also be remem- 
bered that the numbers are diminishing 
at a very rapid rate. What, then, is the 
existing state of affairs? Since 1883 
there has been a note in the Code of the 
Irish Commissioners which declares that 
where there are Irish-speaking pupils in 
the school a teacher acquainted with the 
Irish language should, wherever practic- 
able, be employed, and that inspectors are 
at liberty to employ the vernacular if they 
think it desirable to do so. That note 
has been in the Code ever since 1883, and 
if it be true that, notwithstanding that, « 
knowledge of English has not been im- 
parted through the vernacular, I think 
the managers must bear the larger share 
of the blame. The teachers are not ap- 
pointed by the Board of Education, but 
by the managers, and, so far as I can see, 
there is really nothing in the old Code 
or in the new rules’ which have 
lately been issued to prevent the teaching 
of English through Irish. The hon. 
Member for Connemara has complained 
of the constitution of the Board of 
Education, but if anyone looks at the list 
of names upon that Board he will see 
that it includes some of the most dlis- 


tinguished men in Ireland, and for the 
hon. Member for Connemara to say that 
| he does not know more than three or four 


{ 
‘ 











707 
of them is to argue himself unknown. If 
it be true that there is nothing to prevent 
bilingual teaching, we must hold that if 
there is any difficulty about it it is largely 
due to the fact that the matter has not 
been pressed at all because the man- 
agers do not care about it, or because 
they were not able to find teachers who 
could speak Irish. I now come to the 
question of what it is that is being really 
asked for. It is very important that we 
should answer this question very clearly 
and precisely. I think that the speech 
of the hon. Member for Waterford threw 
a certain ambiguity over the question as 
to what the demand really was. If I am 
to judge from the pamphlet sent to me 
by the Gaelic League, the demands which 
are made are— 

“(1) That in all places where Irish is the 
home language pupils shall be taught to read 
and write Irish from their first entrance into 
the school, and that a knowledge ot English 
and other useful subjects shall be imparted 
through the medium of Trish.” 


Supply- —Civil 


That is the point to which my right hon. 
friend the Member for South Aberdeen 
alludes. The second demand is— 

“That in all places where Irish is not 
the home language it shall be lawful to teach 
Irish as a remunerated subject within school 


hours, and at the earliest stage at which 
children are capable of learning it.” 
Now if Irish under that Code was a 


remunerated subject it would become a 
compulsory subject, and it means that 
wherever the managers in either an Eng- 
lish or an Irish-speaking district think fit 
Irish might be made a compulsory subject. 
We ought, therefore, to keep these two 
demands strictly apart. As regards the 
first demand, which asks for something 
which now exists in Wales, I cannot see 
any great harm in it ; on the contrary, I 
think from the educational point of view 
we ought to grant it, for I believe 
it would have good results. I entirely 
agree with all that has been said by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen upon that point. The hon. 
Member for East Down gave a very mis- 
leading analogy when he said that when 
anyone went abroad in order to learn a 
foreign language he was careful to go into 
a country where only its own language 
was spoken. But aman travelling abroad 
for this purpose is very different from 
poor ignorant children going to school. 
So far, then, I find myself quite in agree- 
ment with the demand put forward, and 
I believe that it would be better for the 
Mr. G. IV. Balfour. 
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English itself that it be taught through 
Trish. As I have already said, I do not 
think that there is anything in the rules 
of the Commissioners, either in the new 
rules or the old rules, which would pre- 
clude this from being done. In the new 
rules there is nothing of a positive 
character upon this subject, and if the 
Commissioners see fit to propose a rule of 
a more positive character assimilating 
the rules in Ivish-speaking districts to 
those in Welsh - speaking districts |] 
should not oppose it. But as far as 
I am concerned, I have no actual 
power in the matter beyond making 
suggestions, and [ cannot promise whether 
they will accept my suggestions or not. 
I may point out that Irish is now, and 
willbe in thefuture, an extra subject taught 
out of school hours, and I think that is a 
very desirable thing, and I should be 
very sorry to see it omitted. The hon. 
Member for Waterford has spoken of a 
strong national feeling in favour of a re- 
vival of Irish in order that it may become 
the national language of Ireland. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 
say that at ail. 


I did not 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I thought the 
hon. Member’s remarks tended in that 
direction, but if Iam wrong I apologise. 
If it is to be suggested that Irish should 
be a compulsory subject, whether in 
Irish-speaking districts or not, as far as I 
can see, the result would be to re-create 
Irish as the national language of Ireland. 
That I believe to be an impossibility, and 
I am not prepared to encourage it. Not- 
withstanding the numerous resolutions of 
public bodies and the expression of opinion 
from the benches opposite, I wish to point 
out that there is not in any private schools 
a real demand for the teaching of Irish as 
a compulsory subject. I do not find 
on the part of parents who send their 
children to secondary schools a demand 
that Irish should he compulsory. In the 
higher colleges in Ireland is Irish a com- 
pulsory subject? I can find absolutely 
no trace of anything of the kind. Take 
the case of Queen’s College, Galway. In 
1897-98 there was only one student 
who attended the lectures on Irish ; in 
1898-99 nobody attended, and no one 
has attended this session. The fact is 
that there is no real, genuine, spontaneous 
desire in Ireland to revive Irish as the 
national language. I am glad of this, for 
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it would be a retrograde step, doomed to 
failure. These remarks I merely make 
by the way, because it seems to me that 
the important question, after all, is 
whether it is desirable that the bilingual 
system should be applied also to Ireland. 
Personally I have no objection to bi- 
lingual teaching in Gaelic districts, 
although I foresee great difficulties in the 
way of providing teachers competent to 
instruct in the vernacular. 1 do not 
think, however, that very much time 
should be spent upon teaching children 
to write Irish, but I hold that where Irish 
is the home language it would be better 
that instruction in that language should 
be given. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
hour): I do not think that the speech of 
the right hon. {sentleman is satisfactory. 
Although he has declared himself in 
favour of the first part of our proposal, 
I may point out that he did not tell 
us of any means by which his sym- 
pathy can be carried into effect. It is 
idle to throw upon the managers the 
responsibility for not having this bilingual 
system of teaching put into force. The 
whole scheme is devised upon lines which 
render it impossible for school managers 
to get teachers who can teach that 
system. There is not one word in the 
curriculum to compel teachers to learn 
Irish, and no reward is offered to them 


for doing so. The whole question is 
absolutely ignored in the training col- 
leges. What we want to know is whether 


the Commissioners of Education are going 
to encourage the teachers to learn Irish, 
and to impart a knowledge of Irish to 
such pupils as may desire to learn it. I 
do not want to make any attack upon the 
Commissioners of National Education, and 
I do not agree with the attacks which have 
been made upon them. I believe the Com- 
missioners are being hampered by other 
difficulties, and the reason why they have 
not a better system is the fault of the 
Government. [know the gentleman who 
presides over the National Board would 
never have delivered the speech he did 
upon the question of teaching Irish if he 
had not the assent of his colleagues, and if 
he had not believed that his words might 
havesomeeftect when therules were revised. 
Ido not share the view that there is no 
strong national demand in Ireland in 
connection with this question. In my 
Opinion no movement has made such pro- 
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gress during the last ten or twelve vears 
as the teaching of the Irish language. I 
remember when it was a rare thing in the 
city of Dublin to hear a man speaking 
Irish ; now it is common to hear men 
conversing in Irish, who learned it either 
by their own industry or through some 
Gaelic association, and without having 
had any particular assistance from any 
educational source. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman also referred to the fact that no 
attention seemed to be given to the 
teaching of Irish in the colleges in Ireland. 
But how can Irish be taught in the 
colleges if you do not begin with the 
junior pupils in the primary schools? 
Surely it is not at college that the 
study of Irish should be commenced, 
and it is not likely that any 
number will devote themselves to Irish 
when no inducement of any kind is held 
out to them. The right hon. Gentleman 
throws the responsibility on the managers 
of schools for not having teachers who 
ean teach in Irish in the I[rish-speaking 
districts, but I know very well that 
managers would be extremely glad if 
they were able to get teachers who would 
be able to teach children through the 
medium of Irish. But they are restricted 
to teachers trained under the National 
Board. They have no choice. The 
moment a manager appo'nts a teacher not 
classed by the National Board the grant 
to the school ceases. The managers have 
not a free hand, and there is no endeavour 
made by the Commissioners to prepare 
teachers in Irish, which is the natural 
ianguage of a great proportion of the 
people. I have been in districts in the 
west of Kerry where you could not 
find half a dozen persons who could 
speak English. I have seen the 
children in the schools, and it was 
positively painful to hear them reading 
pages of English not one word of which 
they understood, and then the moment 
they found themselves in the playground 
they addressed each other in Irish. These 
children could not explain what they were 
reading, and if you addressed them in 
English they would not understand what 
was said. Surely the Commissioners 
cannot contend that they are carrying 
out the trust placed in them as long as 
there is a large number of children in 
such a condition as that. I would say 
that the hon. Member for East Down 
was in himself a deplorable example of 

| what the system of national education 
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can do in Ireland, for there was neither 
sentiment, nor soul, nor nationality in his 
speech. He might have belonged to any 
nationality in the world. Education from 
his point of view is education that will 
enable a person to get on in the 
world, and which has neither traditions, 
nor memories, nor sentiment, nor 
soul. The hon. Member spoke of 
its being a disadvantage to the children 
to be taught anything at all of their own 
natural language, and, according to him, 
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it would be better if they were trans- 


ferred to a portion of the country where 
they could speak only English. That is 
not the view of persons who have studied 
this question, and that is not the opinion 
of the Chief Secretary. The right hon. 
Gentleman was sympathetic, and we could 
expect nothing more from him, so far as 
giving an expression of opinion, than we 
had from him this evening ; but a mere 
pious expression of opinion on the part of 
the National Board that English may be 
taught through the medium of Irish will 
have no practical result unless an effort is 
made to provide that that opinion is 
carried out. 
pared, and there must be some induce- 
ment held out to them to learn Irish. It 
is not a remunerated subject now, and 
the teacher is supposed to be such an 
enthusiastic lover of the Irish lan- 
guage that when the work for which 
he is paid is done, and when _ his 
duty to the State and his pupils is dis- 
charged, he will gather the pupils around 
him and deliver his soul to them in Irish. 
The teachers must have an extraordinary 
amount of enthusiasm and zeal if they 
take up this subject after their ordinary 
work is done. Surely the National Board 
ought to be able to devise some means to 
reward teachers for a knowledge of Irish 
in districts where it is essential for carry- 
ing out their work. Then, as to the other 
demand, I would inform the Chief Secre- 
tary that he entirely misapprehends the 
position if he thinks that the Gaelic 
League or any hon. Member in this House 
has the slightest intention of displacing 
English and getting the people of Ireland 
to speak Irish only. Lunacy has not in- 
creased to that extent. What we demand 
is that in districts where the children hear 
nothing but Irish in their homes they 
should be taught English through the 


medium of Irish, and that in addi- 
tion to teaching them English some 
effort should be made at the same 


Mr. Harvington. 
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time to give them a literary know- 
ledge of the Irish language. The Chief 
Secretary spoke of placing schools in 
Ireland in the same position as schools in 
Wales as regards the national language. 
He will not do that by a mere expres- 


sion of opinion, or by a mere permissive 


authority on the part of the National 


Board, that if teachers know Irish, 
and can teach it, the Board have no 
objection. We want something more, 


We want the books in use in the schools 
in Irish-speaking districts to be Irish 
books, just as in Wales the school books 


are in Welsh. The National Board 
know perfectly well that the note 
they have placed in their Code can 
have no effect. Teachers will not de- 


vote their time to teaching Irish after 
ordinary hours without pay or reward. 
That is not putting us in the same posi- 
tionas Wales. Welsh is a remunerated 
subject in Welsh schools, and the school- 
books are printed in both Welsh and 
English. Let the right hon. Gentleman 
place us in that position, and the whole 
of our demand will be conceded. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flintshire 
3oroughs) : Frequent reference has been 
made in the course of this debate to Welsh 
experience, and perhaps, therefore, it may 
not be unbecoming for a Welsh Member to 
say a few words on this question. I would 
venture to say that all my hon. friends 
from Wales heartily concur in the reason- 
able ail moderate request which has been 
put forward by the Irish Members. The 
Chief Secretary has, I think, exaggerated 
to some extent the nature of the demand 
that has been made. [ will not enter into 
the question whether his assurancesare suf- 
ficiently satisfactory ; that is a question for 
the Irish Members ; but I am heartily glad 
to hear that the right hon. (sentleman does 
intend practically to apply to Ireland the 
system that prevails in Wales, and that 
should prevail in [reland also. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: All that the 
Irish Government can do in the matter is 
to suggest the change to the Commis- 
sioners, and to sanction it when it is pro- 
posed. 


Mr. LEWIS: I can only hope, then, 
that the Commissioners will take the same 
enlightened view of the question that the 
right hon. Gentleman takes, and that his 
great influence will be used to introduce 
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into Ireland a similar system to that of | 


Wales. As far as the Welsh system is 
eoncerned, we can speak in the highest 
terms of the success that has attended it. 
The Welsh language is an admirable 
educational instrument. The difference 
in idiom, construction, and forms of ex- 
ression are much greater between the 
Welsh and English languages than 
between English and French or German, 
and it adds enormously to the mental 
culture of a child to be taught a language 
which is as essentially different from 
English as is Greek or Latin. The fact is 
that modern European languages are too 
much on the same plan; but when we 
come to the Celtic languages the difference 
between them and the Teutonic languages 


is so immense that they improve 
very greatly the mental — faculties 


of the children who study them. I 
might quote the Report of the Central 
Board of Education in Wales in confirma- 
tion of that view, which states that the 
bilingual training involved in the parallel 
study of two languages so dissimilar as 
English and Welsh must be of marked 
value to the pupils. The right hon. 
Gentleman referred to the fact that Irisn 
was not largely taught in the colleges and 
universities of Ireland. I wall tell him 
why. The hon. Member who spoke last 


offered a perfectly adequate explanation | 


of that. You do not begin at the bottom, 
and you cannot expect this kind of in- 
struction to come from the top. We 
have Welsh taught in our elementary 
schools in Wales, and we have it taught 
now, not only in the intermediate schools, 
but also in the university. [ may men- 
tion also a fact that may be of interest to 
hon. Gentlemen, that Welsh is even recog- 
nised in the local examinations of Cam- 
bridge University as a specific subject. 
Looked at simply from the point of view of 
its educational value,one could not possibly 
find for Welsh children a better vehicle 
of instruction than their own tongue, and 
I see no reason why the same process 
should not apply in every respect to the 
Irish language. ‘The hon. Member for 
East Down asked hon. Members from 
Ireland on this side of the House whether 
they taught their own children the Irish 
lenguage. All I can say in regard to 
that is that twenty or thirty years ago in 
Wales the Welsh language was considered 
a rather unfashionable and even a vulgar 
language, and people in the upper ranks 
of society were rather more ashamed of it 
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than otherwise. What is the case at 
present ? Why, peers and M.P.’s and 
people belonging to other ranks of society 
take the greatest care to have their 
children taught the language of the 
country. Well would it be if that were 
the case in Ireland ; because, after all, the 
language of a country is one of the 
shortest ways to the hearts of its people. 
A few weeks ago I  travslled in 
Brittany, and in diligence and railway 
carriage I often conversed in the 
3reton language as far as I could. 
The Welsh and Breton languages are 
much more similar than the Welsh and 
Irish languages, and by conversing in the 
Breton language I found my way at once 
to the hearts of the people. Their faces 
lighted up with interest and admiration 
when they found a foreigner speaking a 
language which they supposed was their 
own, but which was the language of a 
country beyond the seas as well. [saw ina 
leading journa! this morning the following 
statement— 

“To provide for the efficient teaching of 
Irish in the Ireland of the present day would 
be to subsidise the study of a dead languave 
under great difficulties and without any of 
the advantages of the cultivation of classical 
literature.” 


The gentlemen who write for the news- 
paper from which I have quoted are all 


'men of great ability and great culture, 


but there was never a greater mistake 
than to say that the Irish language is a 
dead language. I hope it is no more a 
dead language than is Welsh. Perhaps 
we in Wales have had certain advantages. 
Our Sunday schools have kept the Welsh 
language alive, and at the present time 
a larger number of people speak it 
than in any previous’ period — in 
the history of Wales, and a greater 
number can speak it and write it gram- 
matically than ever before. I should 
like to refer to another statement in the 
newspaper from which I have already 
quoted. It is as follows— 

“ Neither in Wales norin Brittany have the 
consequences of fostering the Celtic dialects 
been such as to encourage enlightened men to 
labour for the artificial creation of a similar 
state of things in Lreland.” 


I will tell the House how the Welsh 
language was “fostered” early in this 
century, and, I believe, also very con- 
siderably into the latter half of the 
century. It was the custom in Wales 
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to give what was called a “token”—a 
very heavy wooden billet—-to a boy who 
spoke the Welsh language in a day school, 
and he was obliged to carry it on his 
back as a token of disgrace until he had 
found some other boy who had broken 
into the Welsh language also, and then it 
was transferred to him. I know perfectly 
well that the [rish language has been dis- 
couraged in similar and, perhaps, more 
cruel ways than that in the past, but I 
think we have now arrived at a state of 
things when the Philistinism which Mathew 
Arnold denounced so fiercely is passing 
away. We have now arrived at a more 
enlightened state, and we now recognise 
that the languages of the smaller nations 
have their part to play inthe economy of 
the world, and that it is not right to 
trample them out of existence. I think 
the Irish child ought to be taught to 
respect the language of his hearth and 
home, and ought to obtain a grammatical 
and literary knowledge of that language. 
It is true we have in Wales a large 
number of magnificent publications in 
the Welsh language, £200,000 worth 
of Welsh books being published every 
year, and so far as modern literature 
is concerned, undoubtedly we will not 
yield the palm to any branch of the 
Celtic race. But in ancient literature 
we must acknowledge that Ireland is 
richer than most countries, although little 
is known of it at the present time, and 
even that little is only known to the 
cultured few. I hope the day is not 
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far distant when every Irish child 
will be taught his own language 


in his own elementary school and will be 
able to read the classics of his own land, 
and then we may see Irish scholars taking 
a deeper interest in their own language 
and conferring fresh honours on it. I 
did not intend to trespass so far on the 
patience of the Committee, but I must say 
[ was to some degree inspired by the 
magnificent peroration of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Waterford. After all, a language 
is a precious possession of a country. I 
put it to English Members, supposing the 
English language was in the same position, 
supposing, instead of being the language 
of the world, it was the language only of 
the Home Counties ; does any one sup- 
pose that they would not cling to it, 
although it was only the language of the 
few, and perhaps of the despised few ! 
There are other than mer? material con- 
siderations. You cannot measure every- 
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thing by a cash value, but you can attach 
even a cash value to the training of the 
mind, and believing as I do that the study 
of the Celtic language by the children 
who speak it in their homes is a valuable 
method of training the mind, | heartily 
support the motion. 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
W.): We have all listened with great 
interest and pleasure to the speech of the 
hon. Member. For Irishmen it is a great 
thing to know that there is at all events 
one part of the world in which the Celtic 
tongue is so cherished and so vigorous, 
The statement of the hon. Member about 
the punishment inflicted on the Welsh 
children in days gone by for speaking 
their own language comes quite home to 
us, because not so long ago children in 
Ireland who spoke Irish were immediately 
punished. The speech of the Chief Sec- 
retary was, on the whole, unsatisfactory. 
I have no fault to find with its tone, and 
I have no intention of falling foul with 
the right hon. Gentleman on that score. 
But his speech was exactly the same sort 
of speech to which we have listened for 
years. This question of the encourage- 
ment of the Irish language has been raised 
on these benches as long as I can remem- 
ber, and although the present Chief See- 
retary was a little more conciliatory and 
slightly more sympathetic in his remarks, 
his speech was exactly the same as 
the speeches of his predecessors. It 
leads to nothing of a practical nature. 
The right hon. Gentle:zan tells us 
he sympathises with us. We are much 
obliged to him. Then he tells us he has 
no power to give practical effect to his 
sympathy ; that he has no power to deal 
with the Commissioners or to make any 
change whatever in the scheme under 
which education in Ireland is adminis- 
tered. I think the right hon. Gentleman 
has a very easy way of giving effect to 
his good wishes. All he need do is to 
bring in a Bill making the encouragement 
of the Irish language in the Irish schools 
not only permissive but compulsory. If 
the right hon. Gentleman would bring in 
such a Bill even at the present period of 
the session, I can promise him it would 
be passed in three days. Therefore there 
is no ground for the attitude which the 
right hon. Gentleman has taken up. The 
right hon. Gentleman laid some share of 
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blame for the condition of the Irish lan- | 
guage in Ireland on the attitude of the | 
managers of Irish schools. As far as [ 
know, thereis no body of men more anxious 
that Irish should be properly taught in 
the Irish schools than the managers. The 
Irish hierarchy, who I presume may be 
trusted to speak for the Irish managers, 
have emphatically pronounced the opinion 
that the Irish language ought to be en- 
couraged. Not many days ago we saw 
an interesting statement signed by the 


managers of ‘National schools in’ Con- 
naught, in which they unanimously 
expressed the desire that the Irish 


language should be encouraged in the 
National schools, and in my own consti- 
tuency the managers are also unanimously 
in favour of this movement. So far as 
the managers are concerned, the right 
hon. Ge ‘ntleman would find no difficulty. 
The right hon. Gentleman tells us that 
there is nothing in the rules of the Board 
of Education to prevent the study of the 
Irish language. The great difficulty, in 
my mind, is that, under the old rules, and 


still more under the new, there is no 
inducement given to Irish teachers to 


teach the Irish language in their schools. 
They are supposed to teach it out of 
school hours, and they get no remunera- 
tion for it. That is much worse than no 
system at all. The right hon. Gentleman 
made a strong point when he said that 
educated people in Ireland do not 
insist on their children being taught Irish. 
Well, the reason of that is exceedingly 
simple. There is no opportunity for 
teaching children of the upper classes in 
Ireland Irish, and no assistance is given 
by the Government for teaching Irish in 
the lower schools; and under the inter- 
mediate system the study of Irish is not 
encouraged. The result is that there are 
practically no grammars and other books 
for teaching Irish. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman mentioned, as an instance of the 
small interest taken in the [rish language, 
that there was only one student of Irish 


in Queen’s College, Galway. That case 
is an unfortunate one, because the 


right hon. Gentleman knows that very 
few Catholics in Ireland will send their 


children to be educated in Queen’s 
Colleges. The right hon. Gentleman 


has reiterated his sympathy with this 
question, but I hope he will go further, 
and, instead of having it brought up year 
after year in this extremely unsatisfactor 'y 
fashion, that next year he will be ina 
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position to introduce a measure, supposing 
the National Education Board do not take 
proper steps meanwhile, to encourage the 
study of the Irish language. I have no 
cause of complaint for the very cautious 
manner in which the right hon. Gentle- 
man gave us some of the reasons for the 
faith that isin him. He told us it was 
monstrous to attempt to revive a dead 
language. Thank God, Irish is not yet 
a dead language, although at the present 
moment it is in danger ; and that is one 
of the reasons why the Irish Mem- 
bers want some means taken by which 
it will never become a dead lan- 
guage. The point which the right hon. 
Gentleman overlooked, and which is per- 
sistently overlooked in this House, is that 
the people of Ireland are determined that 
the Irish language shall be assisted, and 
as far as possible revived. This is a 
repetition of the whole question of ninety- 
nine years ago, that the people are de- 
termined to be governed in accordance 
with their own wishes. The people of 
Iveland are unanimous in their desire for 
the revival of the Irish language, and no 
matter what arguments, based on so-called 
justice and common sense, may be 
brought against us, we are determined to 
maintain our position. I am not, how- 
ever, afraid to meet hon. Gentlemen on 
the grounds of practical common sense. 
One hon. Gentleman asked whether there 
was any country in Europe where more 
than one language was spoken by working 
men. There are, 2s a matter of fact, so 
many countries in Europe where they 
speak two languages, that the difficulty is 
to find a country where only one is 
spoken. The hon. Gentleman was par- 
ticularly unfortunate in his reference to 
Switzerland, because in most districts in 
that country two languages are spoken 
by all the people, and in many, three. 
In the neighbouring country of France, in 


‘every single Department, two languages, 


at least, are spoken. In fact, there are 
more patois and dialects spoken in France 
than in any other country in the world. 
For instance, in the South, Bernaise and 
French are spoken ; in the West, Breton 
and French; in the East, German and 
French in Alsace-Lorraine ; in the North- 
East, Walloon and French. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.): 
Are these taught in the schools ? 
2C 2 
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Srr THOMAS ESMONDE: [I never 
was at a school there, and I cannot tell ; 
but I do not think that the hon, Gentle- 
man can say, of his own knowledge, that 
they are not. I go to Belgium, where I 
have lived, and there Flemish is taught in 
the schools in tre same way as French— 
the two languages 
Then take the case of Hungary, which is 
peculiarly interesting, because we Irish 
are constantly reminded that there is so 
much that is generally characteristic in 
the history of the two countries. In 
different parts of Hungary Magyar and 
German are spoken; Magyar and Rou- 


go on side by side. 


manian, Magyar and Polish, Magyar and 
Russian, Magyar and Czech, Magyar and 


Croat, and in every one of these districts 
they get on extremely well with the two 
languages. Another point in connection 
with Hungary is of extreme interest, and 
that is that not so very long ago, not two 
_ ations ago, the Hungarian language 

yas forbids len, and the official langu: age 
of the Diet and the courts of law was 
Latin ; and if any other language was 
spoken it was either German, Wallachian, 
ora Slav dialect. The Hungarians fought 
the battle of their language in the same 
way as they fought their political battles, 
and now all over Hungary Magyar is 
spoken, although seventy or eighty years 


ago it was said to be a dead language. 
An hon. Gentleman on the other side of 
the House talked of the difficulty of 


reviving a dead language, but the great 
advantage in regard to I[rish is that it is 
not a dead language. It is spoken by, at 
all events, half a million of people in 
Ireland, and there is no difficulty 
whatever in preserving it, if the Govern- 
ment will only give us some small 
assistance. I am very sorry to say that 
I cannot speak Irish myself. I have not 
had the opportunity of learning it, as I 
do not come from an Irish-speaking dis- 
trict ; but I take a great interest in this 
question on literary, historical, and 
national grounds. I do not suppose that 
the last of these grounds commends itself 
to our opponents. But I represent a con- 
stituency where there is a very large 
Irish-speaking population, and I should 
be wanting in my duty to them if I did 
not intervene in this debate in behalf of 
the Irish language. The Chief Secretary 


objects to the programme laid before him 
He says it is too 


by 


the Gaelic League. 





‘COMMONS} 
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extensive, and not of a practical nature ; 

but I can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that the League spe aks for the people of 
Ireland. The sentiment which is behind 
the Gaelic League, and from which they 
derive their great influence, is spread all 
over the country, and is daily increasing 
in strength and volume. Their first pro. 
posal is ‘that there should be the teaching 
of the [rish language in the Irish- speaking 
districts. The right hon. Gentleman 
agrees to that, although he says that he 
has no power to give effect to it. But I 
hope he will discover before next session 


some way of giving effect to it. The 
other proposal is that Irish should be 


made worthy of study by the teachers in 
the Irish schools, so that they might be 
better fitted to teach it to their pupils, 
and that they should be given an oppor- 
tunity of teaching it to pupils in other than 
[rish-speaking districts. I regret thit 
the right hon. Gentleman has not adopted 


a more sympathetic attitude in regard 
to that point. I think it will not 
be necessary, at the prvsmt stage, 


that the teaching of Irish should be made 
compulsory in the non-Irish-speaking 
districts; but the people of [reland have 
a fair right to claim that when they wish 
their children to learn Irish they ‘should 
get teachers qualified to instruct them. I 
do not think that is an impossible demand. 
I would like to reassure the right hon. 
Gentleman that this is not a question with’ 
which, after all, the people of [reland do 
not feel sympathy. It is emphatically a 
national question, and representatives of 
every school of politics and ereeds have 
expressed themselves in favour of it, 
from the hierarchy down to boards of 
guardians. I would suggest to the right 
hon, Gentleman that he should consider 
this matter seriously, as a question which 
recommends itself to the Government on 
grounds of policy, if for no other reason. 
{t is a question that can very easily be 
settled, and it would be judicious and 
wise on the part of the Government to 
do so. All we ask is similarity of treat- 
ment with the other parts of the United 
Kingdom, and that the principles of 
Unionism should be put in force. Before 
the last general election we heard a great 
deal about the equality of treatment of 
all parts of the United Kingdom, but we 
did not hear so much about it afterwards. 
Another election is approaching, and the 
Government should give some proof of 
their desire to afford equality of treat- 
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ment in Ireland with that of the people 


in Wales and in the Highlands of Scot- | 


land. The people in Ireland will be very 
easily satisfied on this point. Probably 
there may be some trouble in certain parts 
of Ireland, unless some steps are taken to 
meet the feelings of the people in this 
matter. At all events, the feeling is 
strong enough to make the carrying on 
of the National School system a matter 


of difficulty, unless the teaching of 
the _ [rish language is conceded. 


I appeal to the right hon. gentleman, how- 
ever, on much higher grounds than that. 
The government of the British Empire is 
committed to many educated and intellec- 
tual men, and no higher duty can fali 
upon them than the encouragement of the 
mental training and culture of those over 
whom they rule. Behind this question of 
the Irish language there remains that of 
cultivating the minds of the Irish people 
by enabling them to enjoy the beauties 
of their historic literature, their poetry, 
and their native traditions. On these 
high, and perhaps ideal, grounds it is the 
duty of the Government to support the 
teaching of the Irish language. I would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that the 
English Government has in other 
countries done very much to encourage 
and preserve native languages. In New 
Zealand the Maori language would have 
died out long ago had it not been for the 
action of the representatives of the British 
Government, who had books published in 
the Maori language, and the Maoris were 
tanght to read and write in their own 
tongue. The same may be said of the 
language of Samoa, and many other places 
which, either permanently or temporarily, 
have been brought under the British 
Government. Surely if it was worth 
while to preserve the language and litera- 
ture of the Maoris it is much more worth 
while to preserve the language and 
literature of Ireland. I would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman once again that 
this is a most important question, that 
there is an immense amount of popular 
feeling for it, and that it would be wise 
for the Government to concede some- 
thing to that feeling. 


Mr. T. M. 
that 


HEALY: It is a rule 
any question is brought 
Irish Members and 

Government, that 


when 


forward by the 


resisted the 


by 
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resistance is based either on the 
that the demand will cost money, or that 
the result will have some effect on the 
Act of Union. Now, Nationalists in Ire- 
land, or most of them, can already speak 
English, and they detest the system of 
English government quite heartily enough 
already, so that it cannot be suggested 
that a knowledge of the English language 
or acquaintance with the abuse which is 
cast on the name and fame of Ireland, on 
its literature and its religion, has in 
apy way increased the attachment of 
Irishmen to the system of government 
established in that country. Conse- 
quently it is absurd to suggest that any 
further culture or extension of the know- 
ledge of. Irish would in any way militate 
against the continuance vf the existence 
of that system. So that we may dismiss 
from our minds the idea that the Govern- 
ment would receive any help for their 
case from the fact that the Irish speak 
English. Indeed I can conceive that if 
we only used the Irish language our 
detestation of the English would never 
have been half so great as it is, because 
we could never have understood what 
was said. I take as an instance of the 
reason which exists for our detestation 
the sentiment expressed in the speech of 
the hon. and learned Member for East 
Down. As I understood him he put his 
case altogether on the fact that English 
is a practical language, and that what we 
have to do with is the practical affairs of 
this life ; and in hard and bitter language 
he complained that we and our teachers. 
encouraged nothing but sentiment. Iam 
always glad to get information, and 
[ bow betore the pundit opposite ; but, 
if there is a great deal of practical 
advantage to be got from the knowledge 
of the English language, and if the hon. 
and learned Gentleman is so much better 
equipped in that respect than our poor 
selves, why should he not turn his great 
genius to some better account than look- 
ing for an English County Court judge- 
ship? We always find the Government 
putting up on these occasions some one to 
express their real sentiments jwho is on 
the cadge for a job. The line taken by 
the hon. and learned Gentleman, who is 
used on every occasion as the merest 


ground 


utensil of the Government, and who is 
put up as a so-called independent Member 
to express his own opinions, but who, of 
course, speaks the real sentiments of the 
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Government, is really one of the reasons 
why I say the knowledge of English pos- 
sessed by Irish Members occasionally 
adds to our detestation of the established 
system of government in Ireland. Even 
so, the fact that the hon. Gentleman’s 
English is so admirable, is supported by 
his statement that nothing was more 
valued by him in his domestic home and 
in the educational circumstances of his 
home, than “The Spelling-book Super- 
seded.” As I thought, that was the 
measure of the Philistinism of the hon. 
and learned Member. As a vehicle of 
knowledge, of learning, and of the higher 
thought, the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man recommends to all his friends and 
following the constant use of ‘The 
Spelling-book Superseded”! He has 
told us that Irish was absolutely unknown 
abroad. I will not go back to the days 
of the Comarba, who made the Irish 
tongue familiar from Norway in the 
North to the Mediterranean in the South. 
There are names in Norway of churches 
called after Irish saints ; and Irish saints 
are venerated in every little hamlet in 
Germany, France, and Italy. I will 
not go back to these ancient days, but 
1 will come to a later period when 
French generals and the Emperor 
Napoleon found no difficulty but great 
value in using a few words of the Irish 
language, especially when they were 
backed up by the bayonets of the Con- 
naught Rangers. No doubt the Irish 
language was necessary in South Africa 
when the Irish Fusiliers sprang to their 
heroic deeds. At all events, we are 
living in the year in which we have been 
graciously permitted, both for ourselves 
and our soldiers, by Her Majesty the 
Queen to wear the shamrock; and we 
have been favoured in the same year by 
the gracious visit of Her Majesty to Ire- 
land. That has not cost the English a 
single halfpenny ; and in a similar eco- 
nomic frame of mind it would not have 
added the burden of one sixpence to the 
Educational Estimates of this country if 
the demand now asked for from these 
Irish Benches had been granted. I think 
I have demonstrated two facts—first, that 
the knowledge of English does not increase 
the love of English Government in Ire- 
land ; and, second, that the teaching of 
Irish to the children of Ireland would not 
add to the expense of the English 
Government. 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


There is no expense at- | 
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tached to that demand. How, therefore, 
can you on that ground resist a proposal 
put forward in the name of at least three- 
fourths of the people of Ireland / Suppos- 
ing the Government were dealing with 
an island in the southern seas which they 
were anxious to retain, and they found 
the entire people of that island had put 
forward an humble demand that they 
should be allowed to use their tongue, 
which was in sympathy with the religion 
and sentiment of the country, would any- 
one say it would not be wise on the part 
of the Home Government to consent and 
tolerate 1t ? Take Jersey, where the 
French language is still spoken in 
all its native purity, and where the 
French language is taught in the 
schools at the expense of the local 
rates. Would it not be considered 
madness if the Goveriiment which is 
established there adopted the same atti- 
tude towards the people of the Channel 
Islands as that which is taken up by 
certain persons here? [ think that atti- 
tude is especially injurious upon the part 
of those who come from districts which 
would not be affected by this demand. 
Why should they raise any objection 
with regard to us? They say it is for 
our good, and that we should be wasting 
our time. Surely if we want to waste 
our time it is no affair of theirs. We do 
not take any money out of their pockets. 
We leave them in the enjoyment of the 
“Spelling-book Superseded.” Why they 
should desire that the bishops of Ireland 
should be flouted, or that the people of 
Connemara, Donegal, or Kerry should be 
deprived of the knowledge of their 
ancient tongue, I leave to the wisdom 
of greater men than I. I was in Donegal 
some little time ago, and I heard children 
reading English, and they could read it 
perfectly ; but when I asked them the 
meaning of the commonest words they 
did not understand them—they did not 
even understand the ‘Spelling - book 
Superseded,” and the British Govern- 
ment, forsooth, maintains that system 
of education as if it was in some way 
appropriate to bolster up the Act ol 
Union. But the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary said—and I think 
it was somewhat mean for a man of his 


‘talents—“ We throw no obstable in the 


way.” Quite so; but what does he do! 
He further says, “It is not any fault of 
ours at all; it is the fault of the school 
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managers.” ‘The managers do not pick out 
whom they choose to teach the children. 
This was the system which the Catholics es- 
tablished for themselves. They established 
Catholic colleges for the training of 
teachers, and the Protestants have done 
the same thing ; and then the true instinct 
of the Presbyterians, which is to pay 
nothing if it can be avoided, was dis- 
covered, and it is they who are really 
running the whole show. The training 
college for teachers in Dublin at the 
present moment is the training college 
for the Presbyterians. The right hon. 
Gentleman having established thatsystem, 
and having provided that the teachers 
shall have no training in irish, and shall 
not have the means of getting hold of it, 
and as the school manager must take one 
of these men who are called “classed,” 
says, ‘* You can get whom you like.” It 
is nonsense ; we demand something more. 
It is something to bewail in any country 
that one should not know the meaning of 
the names of the rivers and town lands 
and common things which affect the life 
and history of the country, more espe- 
cially when in many places—and not only 
places, but personal names—the easier 
and shorter names have been changed 
and demoralised into what they now are. 
May I ask this of the bread-and-butter 
test Gentlemen: do you not teach 
Anglo-Saxon in one of your colleges! I 
understand that there is in one even a 
chair for Sanscrit, but I am not aware 
that anybody now asks for tea and sugar 
in Sanscrit. That, I understand, is the new 
test, but I wish to put it on a higher 
level than a question of a tea and sugar 
policy. It is a portion of the national 
life of the country, and it is a loss by the 
people of Irish music through the loss of 
their native language. Irish music has 
perished among the Irish people because 
it was set to Irish songs, which were 
sung at the fireside, and when the lan- 
guage of the land passed away there were 
no Knglish words set to this music. We 
know a great deal about Irish music, but 
supposing Moore had not written three- 
fourths of the songs, Irish music would 
have disappeared. Does the Government 
owe lreland no compensation for having 
destroyed her music, her monasteries, and 
her woollen manufactures? I do not 
Suggest it even as a matter of sentiment, 
but as a matter of right. We do not ask 
for a costly thing, we do not ask for an 


{20 JuLy 1900} 
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additional bawbee ; but is it not worth 
while to placate the sentiment of the 
country ? It is not a case which assails 
the Nonconformist conscience ; it is not 
like the great University question—there 
is no undue contact with Rome. There 
is no going back to what have been called 
the glorious days before the Union. I 
wonder sometimes that the English 
do not feel that this is their duty. 
Irish Members are constantly told that 
this is a Unionist Parliament, and that 
in all things in connection with local 
affairs this Parliament is willing to give 
them absolute satisfaction. We do not 
ask for the time of Parliament; we 
do not ask for a Treasury Bill, or any 
other which would occupy five minutes 
consideration. The whole thing could 
be done by a rule which does not even 
require Parliamentary sanction. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Sec- 
retary said—and this is what makes the 
British Government a matter so hard to 
explain—that he was not responsible ; it 
was all the National Board. What is that 
Board? In the first place, in a country 
three-fourths Catholic, the constitution of 
the Board requires that half the members 
should be Protestants. One would 
imagine that the Government, having put 
down its hand, would say that the 
National Board should be in consonance 
with the complexion of the country ; but 
they first stuff the Board with half their 
own kind, Protestants, and then they 
bring in a few weak-kneed Catholics as 
stuffing for the others. There was a 
vacancy upon the Board, and, as I said 
yesterday, there was a scheme to fill that 
vacancy with a judge, and they put in 
Mr. Justice Gibson. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: That was not 
our doing; it was the action of the 
National Board. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why does not 
the Government play the game with the 
cards upon the table? What is the use 
of making such an observation as that ? 
It deceives nobody. I repeat what I said 
yesterday, that an Irish judge has quite 
enough to do to attend to his judicial 
duties, and I respectfully submit that he 
has no right on a Board of Education. 
He was not put there to see that educa- 
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tion was properly conducted, or that the 
proper subjects were taught ; he was put 
there as the sentinel of the British 
Government to prevent Irish history 
and the Irish language being taught in 
the schools, and then the English Govern- 
ment, when they have packed the jury, 
say they are not responsible. It is absurd 
to suggest that the right hon. Gentleman 
can put upon the shoulders of the Com- 
missioners of National Education in Ire- 
land the responsibility which belongs to 
the British Government itself. Every- 
body knows that in Dublin Castle, if the 
smallest wish were expressed for any- 
thing which a Government Department 
wants, they would have it the next after- 
noon. How is Irelandmanaged! A few 
dinners at the Castle, a few Orders of 
St. Patrick, a few knighthoods, and a few 
advances in salary. There is nota man in 
Ireland honestly attached to the system. 
The landlords stand up for you because of 
their rents ; if they were sure of their rents 
under a Nationalist Parliament they would 
join us ina moment, especially if they 
could see their way to 5 per cent. extra. 
All the official class are on the make. 
They are not satisfied with their salary, 
they want an advance, and when they 
get that they want a pension, and when 
that is provided they want promotion for 
somebody else. I wonder if there is any 
one in the world who despises the Irish 
more than a Chief Secretary for Ireland. 
I would like to see the diary of an Irish 
Secretary, stuffed with the letters he has 
received, and the applications for ad- 
vances, baronetcies, and promotions, and 
the miserable intrigues that are carried on 
in order to obtain these things, with the 
great majority of the Irish population 
standing sullenly aside and looking on 
with absolute contempt and derision of 
the whole system. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman say he could not have 
Irish taught? He could do it by 
telephone. Call up the Education Board: 


“*Are you there, Education Depart- 
ment?’ ‘Yes, your honour.’ ‘ Have 
Irish taught in the morning.’ ‘ Yes, 


your honour,’ ” and it isdone. Why can it 
not be done ? 
to go through the whole list of the right 
hon. Gentlemen’s appointees, and you 
would find that everybody wants some- 
thing else. Independence of character in 
the official classes is entirely absent. 
There is no freedom of thought, except 
among the poor class. 


Mr. 7. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


Because it would have | 


The rich are 








either running after invitations to dinner 
or the Order of St. Patrick. The right 
hon. Gentleman tells us that our views 
cannot be met. I want to know the 
reason why. You have got the Army, 
Navy, and Volunteers to uphold your 
system. You have the  tax-gatherer 
coming round to collect the taxes, and we 
should still be paying £3,000,000 too 
much, and for what earthly reason our 


views cannot be met, except the 
hottom hatred that prevails against 
everything Irish in the minds 
of our rulers, I cannot see. But it 


is because you refuse to aceerd to 
us these small matters, which you say are 
mere matters of sentiment, but which are 
the just demands of our country, that the 
connection between the two countries is, 
and will always continue to be, one of 
hatred and mistrust. 


*THe VICE-PRESIDENT or Tue 
BOARD or AGRICULTURE ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Prunkert, Dublin Co., 5.): 
I wish to say a few words in this 
debate, because the question on which 
we shall divide is one which might 
man appear to be voting 
against his convictions. I entirely as 
sociate myself with the attitude of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary, 
who appears to me to have approached 
this matter in the most sensible and prac- 
tical manner. I went into these districts 
for the purpose of satisfying myself upon 
this question, and my mind is fully made 
up upon it. I can give the Committee 
one curious instance of the necessity of 
teaching in bilingual districts through the 
medium of the Irish language. Some of 
my friends were anxious to introduce the 
German system of agricultural credit, 
and in these districts we found it 
absolutely necessary to teach that 
system through the [rish language. We 
had to employ an Irish organiser and 
have our leaflets translated into Irish. 
That is a good practical illustration of 
the bilingual teaching which many of us 
are anxious to see. Coming to the ques- 
tion of what can be done and what is best 
to be done, what are the facts that prompt 
hon. Members opposite to say that 
a minority of the Commissioners 
of Education have overruled _ the 
majority in the matter of teaching the 


make a 
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Jrish language ? I am informed thot the 
matter has never come before the Com- 
missioners at all except in the shape of 
resolutions in identical terms from a 
large number of public bodies. Tie only 
way that it seem: to me thatthe matter can 
prope rly come before them is through the 
managers, and no manager, [am informed, 
has made any request to the Commission- 
ers upon the subject ; when they do it will 
be quite time to rate the Commissioners 
upon their inaction. The Commissioners, 
in the meantime, have adopted a new rule 
q that within the limit of the curriculam 
7 the managers shall arrange the pro- 
gramme of their schools to suit the needs 
of the loc ality within which that school is 
situated. ‘That is a very sensible endea- 
vour to seamen with that rigidity of pro- 
gramme and over-ce :ntralisation to which 
the hon. Gentleman who opened this 
debate made reference. The object of this 
rile is to introduce that elasticity into the 
programme which, [ take it, we all desire 
Many hon. Gentlemen coming from those 
districts will be able to say better than 
I, but the impression I gained in many 
of these districts was that the people 
themselyes were not strongly in favour 





















of Trish being taught. Those of us 
who have travelled in America are 
aware that a large number of emi- 


grants have been prejudiced owing to 
their want of familiarity with the English 
language, and in some districts it is be- 
lieved that the bilingual system may lead 
to less teaching of the English language. 
We do not agree with that, but that 
is in the mind of the people. 
Another difficulty is that the managers say 
they cannot get Irish teachers. It was sug- 
gested by an hon. Member opposite that 
that difficulty would be easily overcome by 
the training college. Ido not myself think 
it would, because it seems to me that the 
English-speaking teacher who had merely 
acquired a smattering of Irish, which is 
all he could acquire in a year, would not 
be much use in conveying to the minds 
of children the English tongue through 
the medium of the Irish language. What 
we want to abolish is the system of people 
teaching through a language with which 
they themselves are not familiar. The 
teachers should be Irish speaking in order 
to do what we wish to see done effectively. 


An hon. Member had complained that 


Irish had ceased to be a remunerative 
subject 


it always was an extra subject, 
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and can only now be a remunerative 
subject by being an extra subject. I do 
not now wish to occupy the time of the 
House further, for many hon. Members [ 
know have come over from Ireland 
especially t» debate this question, and 
therefore [ only say in conclusion that, 
although this debate has no doubt done 
good, L believe that this question can be 
very much more easily dealt with by 
public opinion in Ireland. I believe the 


Chief Secretary in the speech he has 
made will have largely influenced the 
managers if they are not already con- 


verted to that view. 


*Mr. SWIFT MacNeILbL (Donegal, 
5S.) said he was personally interested in 
this question, as in the county of Donegal, 
one of the divisions of which he repre- 
sented, there were no fewer than 60,000 
Irish-speaking people. It had frequently 
been said in the House that there 
larger percentage of illiterates in South 
Donegal than in any other constituency. 
If that was so it was absolutely due to the 
system of education which did not enable 
[rish-speaking children to be educated in 
the English language through the medium 
of the Irish language. He could not help 
thinking that the English Government 
had by that system perpetuated as far as 
they could the brutal proscription of 
language which remained on the Statute- 
book from former times. The habit of 
teaching children who could only speak 
[rish through the medium of English was 
so humorous that if it were not wicked it 
might well form part of the travesties of 
Mr. Gilbert. It was a curious thing that 
in this district, which through the opera- 
tions of the English Gov ernment had been 
practically denied edue: ition, there were, 
when [reland had a control of ber own in 
educational matters, men who were famed 
throughout Europe for their scholarship. 


Was a 


They founded monasteries on the Con- 
tinent of Europe, and in England 
they founded Durham cathedral. The 
children of Donegal were now denied 
learning through the vile system 

of the English Government. The Chief 
Secretary had been told again and 


again of the evils which the system pro- 
duced. By a stroke of his pen he could 
completely alter the system. All he had 
to do was to say that there should be Irish- 
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speaking teachers, and that English should 
be taught through the medium of the 
Irish language. It was a subterfuge to say 
that it was the fault of the managers of 
the schools. It was nothing of the kind. 
Managers had a most limited selection, 
and the number from whom they must 
select were not necessarily [rish-speaking 
teachers. He remembered that recently in 
the Transvaal one of the great grievances 
was that the Uitlanders were not allowed 
to address the Volkraal in their own 
language ; but in Ireland the English 
Government did not allow Irish-speaking 
children to be taught in their own 
language. Could they not do in Ireland 
exactly what they had done in Wales ? 
What was the great difficulty or dis- 
tinguishing feature which precluded them 
from giying to the Irish-speaking people a 
chance of succeeding in the race of life ? 
He confessed there was nothing more 
melancholy than to see, as they might in 
some parts of Ireland, men and women 


who could neither read nor write— 
splendid specimens of manhood and 
womanhood. They contrasted with all 


their ignorance and illiteracy most favour- 
ably with the Stock Exchange “ bulls” 
and “bears,” who could both read and 
write. On these grounls he hoped the 
hon. Gentleman would make a compre- 
hensive change in the system. It could 
not but be said that so long as the system 
lasted and children were taught in school 
in a language different from their own 
vernacular, they were really proscribing 


the education of an entire race of 
people. They were denying them 
learning just as they endeavoured 


in former days to turn the Catholics to 
Protestantism. Although illiteracy had 
been truthfully charged against the 
peasants of Donegal, he felt that it was 
one of the meanest and vilest charges ever 
uttered, for the illiteracy had been forced 
on the people who had not only the 
greatest desire for learning, but also a 
natural capacity for it. What was asked 
was that all Irish-speaking children 
should be given teachers with whom 
they could communicate and should be 
taught in their own language. He 
had placed the question of the Irish 
language on a practical basis, but at the 
same time there were matters involved 


which were not of a merely material 
character. “ Man doth not live by bread 
only.” While these people had been shut 


Mr. Swift Mae Neill. 


{COMMONS} 
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out of all the benefits and chances of pro- 
motion in life, there was inflicted on them 
a still more grievous calamity —they were 
shut out from the intellectual delights to 
be found in the fields of knowledge which 
proper education would confer. What 
was asked would not increase the expen- 
diture of the Government. He would 
urge the right hon. Gentleman to use 
his influence with the Commissioners to 
give the people the benefits of education 
through the medium of the Irish 
language. Of course, the right hon Gen- 
tleman dominated the Irish Commis- 
sioners and they would give the greatest 
consideration to any advice he would 
give. To deny to the people of the [rish- 
speaking districts teachers who under- 
stood the language was to carry ont a 
barbarous penal system. They asked for 
an act of the very purest justice. His 
own constituency in Donegal. had been 
proscribed from education long enough, 
and he hoped the English Government 
would now grant the request that was 
made. 


Mayor JAMESON (Clare, W.) said 
the right hon. Member for South Dublin 
had conveyed to the House an absolutely 
wrong impression in suggesting that if 
knowledge of the Irish language was not 
imparted it was the fault of the managers 
of the schools and not of the Government. 
Within the last three years the number 
of marks at examinations for [rish had 
been decreased, while the number of 
marks for Greek had been increased, 
and this notwithstanding hon. Gentlemen 
opposite twitted them by calling Irish a 
dead language. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Dublin 
was right in saying that he had made 
a few friends on that side of the House. 
The reason was that he had won for 
himself the hatred of many of the 
officials of Dublin Castle, and the hatred 
of the community in Ireland who dis 
liked everything that was Irish. That 
was the reason why they thought some- 
thing more of him on that side of the 
House. He could quite understand the 
position of the right hon. Gentleman, the 
Chief Secretary. They looked forward 
to the day when the Chief Secretaty 
should be an Irishman, but he thoagat 
there would be no necessity for the pre 
sent Chief Secretary to learn Irish. They 
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looked forward to the day when the 
oticials would have alone the desires of 
the Irish people at heart. They did not 
ask hon. Members opposite to put their 
hands in their pockets for one sixpence ; 
they merely asked to be allowed to carry 
out the wishes of the Irish people in 
regard to this matter. If the right hon. 
Gentleman refused this very small boon 
he would refuse what was the wish cer- 
tainly of three-fourths of the Irish 
people. 


Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) 
felt bound, as knowing the intensity of 
the feeling amongst bishops, priests, and 
people in favour of the contention the 
lrish Members were putting forward, to 


-give some brief expression to the views he 


knew to obtain among the people. The 
most rev. Bishop O'Donnell, Bishop of 


Raphoe, was an ecclesiastic of high attain- | 


ments and high culture, and he was one of 
the most devoted friends and earnest 
advocates of the principle being con- 
tended for that evening. The priests 
were men who spoke the Irish language, 
but there were numerous schools in his 
district taught according to the system of 
the National Board, which, instead of ex- 
pediting education, was an obstacle and 
an obstruction. The most rapid way in 
which one could get a language, and the 
| language, 
into the minds of boys and girls was to 
explain them to them in a language they 
It was simply cruel to hold 
young people back from the degree of 
advancement they would gain in coming 
time if they were rightly treated. They 
were told the present system was due to 
a desire on the part of their beneficent 
ritish rulers to give the young people a 
chance of an early start in life, to make 
their way in the world when they left 
their native soil. If it was the well 
being and advancement of the Irish 
people that were desired by the English 
Government, that desire could have been 
shown in many ways, but it had not been 
done. The claim for a Catholic Univer- 
sity might be taken as a test. If the 
Government wanted to cultivate the 
flower of Irish intellect, genius, and 
scholarship, they could have acceded to 
that fair and reasonable request of the Irish 
There 


{20 JuLty 1900} 
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| little noise, beat drums, and pretended to 
| be much greater and more powerful than 
| they really were. But they were a mere 
| handful] and asmall minority. They had, 
| however, succeeded in frightening the 
| British Government, which professed not 
to be afraid of any race or people. The 
Government were afraid of the Orange 
drum, which had been beaten in Ulster, 
but why not in this matter have regard 
for Irish sentiment? Why not show 
some sense of gratitude? Although a 
long story it was a true story, and not a 
legend, that Irishmen educated and Chris- 
tianised a great part of England. In their 
' great schools the Irish gave free education 
and free food to the students who came 
across from England. In the great city 
of Armagh there existed one of the great 
Irish schools to which students came from 
England to learn knowledge and civilisa- 
tion. What better could Ireland do for 
England than make Christians of Pagans, 
and make ignorant people intelligent ? 
3ut what reward did they get? They 
had this national system, which was not 
carried out, devised, or designed according 
to the views, wishes, or feelings of the 
Irish people. It was a foreign institu- 
tion ; a foreign spirit ruled it from first 
to last; and it was high time the Irish 
people rose in revolt against it. There 
was now a revolt in Ireland against this 
cruel system, and it need not be imagined 
that it was a little sentimental outburst, 
coming up like a flower, which would 
wither away again very shortly. It was 
the commencement of a great national 
movement, and the movement was grow- 
ing, increasing, and strengthening every 
day. Young men and women were joining 
Gaelic classes who had never heard Irish 
spoken before, and they were learning 
the Gaelic tongue with enthusigsm. 
He knew young people who had never 
heard Gaelic spoken in their own homes, 
but who were now teaching Gaelic classes 
in Ireland. That showed how the move- 
ment was growing, and he claimed for it 
the fair play and sympathy of a cultured 


and enlightened people. Everybody 
knew how it broadened a man’s intel- 


lectual power to learn another language ; 
if he knew but one tongue he was 
cabined, cribbed and contined in his 
search after knowledge. There were 
many arguments which might be advanced 
in favour of this moderate demand of the 
nation. He had no doubt the 


Irish 
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Engiish rulers had hoped to kill out the 
Irish language; they thought it was 
doomed to death ; but it was fated not to 
die. England was always robbing Ireland 
of one thing or another, but this was 
something the English did not want for 


themselves, and vet would not allow the 
Irish to have. Irish lands were con- 
fiscated, Irish manufactures destroyed. 


Ireland was robbed of her Parliament, 
aud the English did their best to rob 
her of her religion, but in that they 
were aay ne She was plundered by ever- 
taxation, but after all these grabbings and 
takings she asked only for ‘fair play for 
her young people in keeping alive and 
cultivating their mother tongue. He 
pleaded that no obstacles should be 
thrown in the way, but that the move- 
ment should be helped and encouraged. 
England would be no poorer or worse for 
it, but Ireland would be much happier. 
At present the language was one of the 
relics of the past; Ireland’s ancient history 
was bound wp with it, and she would not 
part with it. He was thankful and proud 
to have lived to see the day when there 
Was a great movement in that direction, 
and a revival of Irish feeling in that  re- 
spect, and he was confident that the 
movement would thrive, prosper, and 
succeed. Some speakers had treated the 
subject as though it was desired to banish 
the English language from Ireland. No 
such proposition or suggestion had been 
made. It Was a gross misrepresentation 
to pretend to the English people that that 
was the object of the movement. It was 
essential that the Irish people should be 


able to speak the language spoken 
on the great continent of America 
among that friendly, free, and sym- 
pathetic people. It was also necessary 
that they should know the English 


tongue when they went to the great new 
Commonwealth which had just been con- 
stituted and formed by the people of 
Australia. It was, therefore, absurd to 
make the suggestion to which he had re- 


ferred. No harm would be done to any 
English interest ; England would lose 


nothing by it. Whatever concession the 
Government might make, the Irish people 
were determined to keep this subject 
going until their object was attained. It 
was not necessary for him to argue the 
matter further, but he felt bound to let 
his voice be heard on the subject, as other- 
wise he would feel he had not done his 
Mr. T. D. Sullivan. 


{COMMONS} 





duty. The speech of the Chief Secretary 
had been sympathetic, and if he would 
pluck up heart and go a little further, he 
would win for himeclf a grateful aid 
kindly feeling on the part of the Irish 
people. The nation meant to alter the 
condition of things under which numbers 
of Irish people never heard a word of 
Irish in their lives, and every word of 
sympathy and help in that struggle would 
be repaid with affectionate and friendly 
feeling by the people of Ireland. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said the 
directions he had received during the last 
few days were to the effect that the 
people of his constituency were anxious 
that the Government should introduce 
the teaching of the Irish language into 
the schools. To his own knowledge, in 
the district where he came from, in which 
English only was spoken, ine could assure 
the Committee that there were a great 
number of classes where Irish was being 
taught. He was rather disappointed with 
the reply of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary, for he had always been 
under the impression that the right hon. 

Gentleman was accountable for the entire 
government of Ireland. If any hon. 
Member put a question in the House 
about education they would put it to the 
Chief Secretary. The Chief Secretary 
had stated that he had no power over the 
Education Board, and yet he answered 
for them in this House. Such an argu- 
ment was entirely inconsistent with the 
office which the Chief Secretary held. 
Therefore he was greatly surprised at the 
statement which had been made, for the 
right hon. Gentleman had tried to place the 
entire blame upon the shoulders of the 
managers of the schools. [f a manager of a 
school in Ireland wanted a teacher who 
could teach Irish, where was he to get that 
teacher? There were no training colleges 
to teach them, and if a teacher were 
appointed who understood Trish pro bably 
an inspector would be sent from this 
country to award marks for the teaching 
of a subject about which he knew abso- 
lutely nothing. It was a very remarkable 
fact that, in the west of Ireland, where 
the Irish language was so largely spoken, 
out of 1,300 schools no less than 1,164 of 
them were anxious that Irish should be 
taught in those schools. Could there be 


? 
anything more conclusive than. that fact * 
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The right hon. Gentleman had been met 
by arguments from the Irish Members 
which could not be controverted. The 
speech of Dr. Starkie, the new Resident 
Commissioner, had been placed before the 
Committee. The Chief Secretary had 
just made a speech, and he scarcely knew 
whether the right hon. Gentleman was 
for or against their demands. He stated 
that he had no power with the Commis- 
sioners of National Education, and yet he 
had to answer for them in the House of 
Commons. All the same, he believed that 
if the right hon. Gentleman stated to the 
Commissioners for National Education 
that: it was his wish that they 
should introduce the teaching of the 
Irish language in Irish - speaking dis- 
tricts, that statement would take away 
agreat deal of the soreness of the Irish 
people upon this question. It was very 
remarkable that while the Irish people 
could not get permission to have their 
own language taught in their own schools, 
the Welsh people obtained that conces- 
sion long ago. There were only about 
2,000 Jews in Ireland, and yet their 
language was fostered and allowed to be 
taught. The Jevs were allowed this 
privilege, and yet the Irish were not. 
This was another Irish grievance which 
had been put forward so often in this 
House with the same inevitable result. 
The Chief Secretary said that there was 
no desire on behalf of the Irish people to 
have their children taught the home 
language, but he was quite wrong. There 
was a convent where he came from where 
the children were sent to be educated, 
and one of the subjects taught there was 
irish. He knew that thirty-five young 
ladies from that convent competed at the 
intermediate examinations last year. 
Those children came from the most 
respectable class of peopie in Ire- 
land, and if the parents of those 
children were not anxious that 
their children should learn their native 
language, was it likely that they would 
send them to schools where Irish was 
taught?) This was a very strong argu- 
ment, showing that Irish parents of the 
most respectable class were anxious that 
their children should understand and be 
able to converse in the tongue which the 
British Government had done so much to 
remove and stamp out in Ireland. The 
Commissioners of Education had put in 
kindergarten, singing, and other matters 


{20 Juty 1900} 
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to be taught, but the Irish language was 
not there. Although the right hon. 
Gentleman had stated he had no power 
over the Commissioners, he believed that 
if the Chief Secretary only gave that body 
a hint they would not be very long before 
they acted upon it, and he was sure that 
by so doing he would earn the gratitude 


of the Irish people. It was not the 
slightest use delaying this matter, 


because the Irish language would have to 
be tanght in the Irish schools. The 
people of Ireland were determined to 
know their native tongue, and the right 
hon. Gentleman might as well at once 
give the Commissioners instruction to do 
something which would eventually have 
to be done. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): 
Whilst listening to the sympathetic 
speech made by the right hon. Gentleman, 
for some time [ could not tell whether he 
was for or against us, but when 
he denied responsibility for the 
policy of the Education Board in Ireland 
that satisfied me that he was not to be 
trusted in the matter. When the Chief 
Secretary denies responsibility for men 
whom he has himself appointed I decline 
to accept his denial of responsibility. 
What has the right hor. Gentleman done 
to remove this disability? I certainly 
have seen no action at all on his part in 
this direction beyond a few words of 
sympathy, which, as far as we are con- 
cerned, means nothing at all. We intend 
to test the genuineness of the sympathy 
of the Chief Secretary upon this ques- 
tion. We want him to carry out the 
same system which has already been 
granted to Wales. I feel it my duty to 
state that I believe there is a conspiracy 
existing between him and the Education 
Board against our native language. If 
the right hon. Gentleman means to pvt 
himself right with the Irish people let 
him tell us plainly that he means to carry 
out in Ireland the bilingual system which 
is already in operation in Wales. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
There are a couple of points which, to my 
mind, have not yet been advanced in this 
debate. This is the only opportunity 
afforded us in this House on the Ksti- 
mates of criticising the action of the 
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National Board of Education. It has| that? Only last night an enormous 


always been a puzzle to me why certain 
gentlemen are called the National Board, 
because I have always regarded them as 
an anti-Irish Board, and J think even the 
dual occupants of the Treasury Bench 
this evening can hardly contradict that 
statement. It is because they are anti- 
Irish that they have this extraordinary 
objection to the teaching of the Irish 
language. Any literary man who has 
studied this subject must know perfectly 
well that a language is distinctly a part 
of the nation, and a great scholar once 
said that the nation which loses its lan- 
guage loses the best part of its existence. 
If that is true of other nations I can 
hardly understand why it should not be 
applied also to Ireland. To my mind, 
that is precisely the reason why the 
National Board of Education do not desire 
to teach the Irish language in Ireland. I 
have had some experience in this matter, 
although I do not pretend to be a pro- 
found Irish scholar. I have spent some 
time in Connemara, and I know that the 
children who used to attend the schools 
there were only taught English, and the 
Irish language was discouraged as far as 
possible. Not only this, but it was made 
absolutely penaltospeak the Irish language. 
That was an absolute fact. I was told it 
by hundreds of people in Connemara, and 
in that district there was actually a penal 
law against speaking the language of the 
people. I challenge any hon. Member to 
contest my statement and to inquire 
whether such a thing ever took place in 
Connemara. I regret to find that these 
old bad traditions are apparently still a 
working factor in the minds of the 
National Board of Education. I would 
appealto hon. Gentlemen opposite whether 
we have not arrived at a different stage of 
civilisation, when we ought to be more in 
accord with the spirit of the times, and 
when we ought not to revert to the old 
bad system of coercion. What is the 
vaison @étre of constitutional government 4 
It is that it should be administered in the 
spirit of the community it governs. We 
have now a manifestation all over the 
country in the shape of a Gaelic revival, 
and it is one of the most vaunted of 
constitutional maxims that public opinion 
ought to be the breath of the law. 
But in this matter the _ spirit 
of the law is absolutely opposed 
to popular opinion. Why do I say 
Mr. Field. 











meeting was held in the Round Room or 
Rotunda—the largest hall in Dublin. Ig 
was a public protest on this very ques- 
tion. I received an invitation to attend, 
but was obliged to decline it because I had 
to come to the House of Commons, 
Cardinal Logue wrote a letter which was 
read at that meeting, and letters were 
read from other public men, and a resolu- 
tion was passed calling on the Lrish Mem- 
bers of Parliament to resist the proposals 
of the Commissioners until they had been 
amended by making provision for bilin- 
gual education in Ireland as in Wales, 
There is a manifestation of publie 
opinion in Ireland, and here to-night 
we have the Chief Secretary telling us 
that he has no control whatever over 
the so-called National Board of Education, 
and that even the House of Commons has 
no power, although the taxnayers of Ire- 
land provide the funds whereby education 
is carried out. That would not be allowed 
to exist in any other constitutionally 
governed country in the world. If the 
Chief Secretary wants philosophic, educa- 
tional, or literary reasons why the bi- 
lingual system should be adopted in 
Ireland, he will find them in a_ short 
practical pamphlet issued by the Gaelic 
League. I have been requested by the 
branch of the League to which I belong 
to speak in this debate. The other 
evening we had a meeting in the town 
hall of Blackrock. I was in the chair, 
and the enthusiasm evinced at the 
meeting was something extraordinary. 
The right hon. Gentleman may tell us 
that there is no spirit among the people 
as regards this movement, but in Black- 
rock the urban district council—formerly 
a Conservative body, but which has lately 
assumed a Nationalist complexion—has 
put the names of the streets in Gaelic, so 
that we are Irish still, notwithstanding 
the efforts of the National Board ; and it 
seems to me that if the right hon. Gentle- 
men on the Treasury Bench would ap- 
proach this question in a philosophic 
spirit, they would recognise that fact. I 
want to argue this question not from 
an extreme Nationalist point of view, 
but from an educational, _ practical, 
common-sense point of view. I would 
put this to the right hon. Gentleman: 
is it a wise thing to provoke friction 
between the people and the National 
Education Board, when there ought to 
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be co-operation in the fullest 
of the word? That is not a proposition 
that will be contradicted even by those 
who hold the opposite view on this ques- 
tion. Our people are very much in 
earnest, and unless the demand of the 
Irish Members is assented to the atten- 
dance in the schools may possibly be re- 
duced, which would be an unmixed evil. 
[have always been in favour of carrying 
out the clause for compulsory attendance 
at schools, because, unless the children 
attend school regularly, there cannot be 
any educational progress in the country. 
Some hon. Members opposite—possibly 
the Chief Secretary, and undoubtedly the 
majority of the National Board—think this 
is asentimental question. Granted that 
itis’ But you want the children to 
attend school, and anything that would 
bring about friction and lessen the school 
attendance would be nothing less than a 
national evil. In conelusion, I will only 
say that the National Board—which is a 
nominated Board, which does not repre- 
sent the people, and which is out of touch 
with popular opinion—is the worst body 
you could have to carry out what 
is called national education, and if the 
Chief Secretary declares in this House 
that he is unable to control the Board, 
then I think it is time it was brought 
under the control of somebody. Mr. 
Butt once declared that the worst system 
of government was government by irre- 
sponsible nominated Boards, and | think 
this Board of Education ought to be 
elected, or at any rate responsible to the 
elected representatives of the people. 
There can be no question of such impor- 
tance to the community at large as the 
question of education, and yet in Ireland 


we put the whole management — of 
the education of the country into 
the hands of seven gentlemen who 


are responsible to nobody, and over 
whom the taxpayers have no control 
whatever, and who have chosen by their 
unwise action to introduce friction be- 
tween the people of Ireland and the 
system of education in that country. I 
hope the arguments I have ad vanced will 
be considered by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. I have endeavoured to put them 
forward in a reasonable way, and without 
introducing any extreme political tinge, 
because I think this is a matter we ought 
to approach in a calm spirit of considera- 
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tion, for there is nothing more important 
to a community than its system of 
education. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
[am not satisfied with merely giving a 
silent vote on this motion. Speaking as 
the representative of an Irish constituency 
and also as an Irish Protestant, I wish to. 
express my entire agreement with most 
of the arguments I have heard from below 
the gangway. It seems to me that 
neither of the right hon. Gentlemen who. 
spoke from the Treasury bench treated 
the question in a very ingenuous manner, 
for while both of them expressed strong 
sympathy with the general object of the 
motion, they each endeavoured as it were 
to divert the mind of the Committee from. 
what the real issue is. The Chief Secre- 


| tary endeavoured to convert this question 


as to the teaching of Irish in National 
schools in Ireland into a question of 
far greater and wider application. 
I do not understand that the object of 
this motion is to substitute Irish for 
English as the spoken language of the 
Irish people. That is a much larger 
question which can be dealt with if ever 
it arises. The question we have to con- 
sider to-night is the Vote for the National 
Education Board. The right hon. Gentle- 
man while expressing sympathy with the 
object of the motion tried to shirk all 
responsibility and to throw it on the 
National Board. | am not going to say one 
word with reference to the component 
members of the Board. For many of 
them individually I have the highest re- 
spect, but the fact that Protestants. and 
Catholics are equally balanced on it  indi- 
cates to me that itisa Board not forthe pur- 
pose of considering what is best in order 
to promote the education of the country, 
but what is best to enable the balance to 
be maintained without any great outrage 
to either side. It is quite a fallacy 
to say that the Government or this House 
has no control over the National Board. 
3ut the House of Commons has to vote 
the money for the Board, and on this 
motion the House of Commons have to 
take the responsibility of deciding on 
which side the merits of the question 
rest. Therefore it is vain for the right 


hon. Gentleman to say in one breath that 
he is quite in accord with Irish Members 
below the gangway, and then in another 
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breath that he is utterly powerless to 
further his own view. I also think 
that the Vice-President of the Board of 
Agriculture was not very ingenuous, be- 
cause he seemed to convey to the Com- 
mittee that the Board of Education in 
their new rules had initiated something 
which was in the direction aimed at by 
this motion. In that he was quite under 
a mistake, because the insignificant note 
to which he referred is merely the repeti- 
tion of a note which has appeared in the 
rules of the National Board since 1883. 
What then becomes of the entire argu- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman the Vice- 
President of the Board of Agriculture ? 
He endeavoured to smooth down the hon. 
Members below the Gangway—which is 
not very easy to do—by stating that the 
National Board had initiated a new rule 
which would probably lead to what was 
desired by hon. Members, but he must 
not have been aware that that was a 
mere repetition of a note which for seven- 
teen years has appeared in the Code, and 
which has led not to the promotion but 
to the gradual extinction of the teaching 
of the Irish language in the National 
schools. What is the real issue? It is 
not the absurd idea that at the end of the 
nineteenth century the 4,500,000 inhabi- 
tants of Ireland should at once begin to 
learn Irish, and that all our business and 
all our litigation should in future be 
earried on in Irish. That is not the 
intention of any rational man. The 
object and intention is to teach the rising 
generation Irish, and through Irish to 
teach them English, and to educate their 
minds in order to fit them for the 
struggle of life. That is the question at 
issue, and also whether it is to be done 
in the manner which is commended by 
the hierarchy of Ireland and by 1,200 
managers of schools and which was voiced 
at the meeting at the Rotunda last 
evening. What could be more reason- 
able? The demand is that in all places 
where Irish is the home language pupils 
should be taught to read and write it, 
and that other useful subjects should be 
imparted to them through the medium of 
Irish. It appears that the number of Irish- 
speaking people in Ireland is at present 
‘630,000, who reside principally in the 
West, within a line drawn from Donegal 
—whose claims have been so eloquently 
expressed by one of its representatives 
+o-night—down to Waterferd, and the 
Serjeant Hemphill. 
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question is whether in these districts 
every facility should not be given to the 
young people to be taught through the 
medium of Irish. I recollect once when 
travelling in Kerry I stopped at the 
village of Sneem. I went into the 
National school, and on one side were 
drawn up about forty little boys, their 
bright black eyes and dark hair render 
ing their nationality unmistakable, 
On the opposite side was an equal num- 
ber of boys not quite so dark. I asked 
the teacher what it meant. “Oh,” he 
said, ‘these boys to the left can only 
speak Irish, and those to the right ean 
speak English, and my plan is to teach 
the Irish-speaking boys through Irish, 
and also to endeavour to teach the 


English-speaking boys some — know- 
ledge of the Irish language.” That 


is the style of thing I would like to 
see prevailing in all National schools 
in lrish-speaking districts. What a 
lamentable thing it would be if the Irish 
language, for want of encouragement, was 
really to become a dead language! The 
language of every country is an historie 
asset, and how sad and lamentable it 
would be if, through the neglect of the 
Government of the country, a language 
which by common consent and_ tradi- 
tion embodies in itself poetry and 
matters of historical interest, were 
to be wholly lost. If that  lan- 
guage were to become a dead language 
where it is now the language of nearly a 
million of people, what responsibility 
would rest not merely on the Govern- 
ment, but on the representatives of that 
people! I think we are bound to use 
every exertion to keep alive that 
language. What would we not give to 
have languages which are dead revived 
again! What would we not give if the 
great Latin language were a spoken and 
written language again! What would 
we not give if the language of the mag- 
nificent sublimity of Socrates and Homer 
were alive again! Anyone who does not 
try to arrest the decay of a language is 
in my opinion guilty of a great historical 
crime. We seek, therefore, that the 
National Board should be compelled to 
make this change, and that English 
should be taught in Irish-speaking dis- 
tricts through the medium of Irish. Is 
not that the obvious way to teach the 
youth in these districts? If you want 
to teach an Irish boy English you 
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must teach him through a_ language 
he understands and in which he thinks. 
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' but make him a better citizen than he is 
at present. 


Otherwise he will only learn English like | 


a parrot, by rote. In old libraries are to 
be found Latin grammars in which not 
only the grammatical part but also the 
explanatory part is in Latin. That idea 
is exploded now, because it was found to 
be such an enormously difficult way of 
teaching the language. Now, in all 
Latin and Greek grammars the explana- 
tory part is in English, and the gram- 
matical part in the language which it is 
sought to teach. For the [rish-speaking 
districts the grammatical part of an Eng- 
lish grammar should be in English and 
the explanatory part should be in Irish. 
It is vain and absurd to try to relieve the 
National Board from responsibility on the 
ground that they cannot get teachers to 
teach Irish. I deny that altogether. We 
know that in everything—educational 
as well as commercial —the demand 
always creates the supply. Do not. tell 


me you cannot get plenty of Irish 
teachers. In fact, in my boyhood days 


were several what were called 
“hedge-schoolmasters” in Tipperary. I 
remember myself learning the Lord’s 
Prayer in Irish, which was, I suppose, 
what made me such a good Christian. 
When I heard the eloquent speech of the 
hon. Member for the Flint Boroughs, to 
whom we all are indebted, I had in my 
recollection an old teacher who endea- 
voured, when [ was very small indeed, to 
instil into me a knowledge of the Irish 
language, and if I had had the oppor- 
tunity afterwards [ am not at all sure 
that | would nor have been able to orate 
much better in that language than I can 
ever hope to do in English. Then the 
other part of the demand is equally 
reasonable —namely, that a knowledge of 
the Irish language should be made a 
necessary subject of examination, and put 
at least on a level with the dead 
languages. I ama great admirer of the 
deal languages. I studied them very 
much, and [ would not give up my know- 
ledge of them for any earthly acquisition. 
Many people find great difficulty in 
learning Latin or Greek, but give a young 
Irishman an opportunity of learning the 
language of his own country, of reading 
the legends of his own country, full of 
heroism, and full of that spirit which still 
breathes in the pages of immortal Homer, 


there 


and you will not only elevate his character, 


VOL. LXXXVI. [FourtH Szrtzs. ] 


Mr. DILLON: This has been an ex- 
tremely interesting debate, and for more 
reasons than one. For myself it has been 
exceedingly interesting because it affirms 
2 prophecy: I made two or three years ago 
in this House, when we listened to a less 
sympathetic speech from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary—a pro- 
phecy that this was a genuine national 
movement, and would spread. It has 
spread and increased in strength so largely 
that he will find it a more popular move- 
ment than he even now seems to think. 
I desire to say in regard to the speech 
delivered to-night by the right hon. 
Gentleman, that, although he un- 
doubtedly exhibited considerable sym- 
pathy with the cause we advocate, he 
minimised and underrated the importance 
of the question. He commenced by find- 
ing fault with the hon. Member for 
Waterford because the hon. Gentleman 
spoke of this question as involving the 
whole future of the Irish race in its higher 
and spiritual sense. Now, [ think that 
language is justified, and that the con- 
siderations involved do seriously affect the 
whole future of the Irish race. Although 
the right hon. Gentleman has shown a 
considerable advance on the subject to- 
night—and [ recognise the sympathetic 
tone of his speech—I think he has still 
failed to understand and appreciate the 
full hearing of this question, and the value 
placed upon it by those who are advocat- 
ing it in Ireland. This is a question 
which is not at all exhausted when we 
deal with the considerations as to teach- 
ing the children in Irish-speaking districts 
the use of their own tongue, and instruct- 
ing them in the English language and 
various subjects of education through the 
medium of their own tongue. That is a 
pressing and urgent question ; but it is 
small compared with the great subject of 
the value of the language itself, and all 
that is contained in it, to the spiritual 
condition of the Irish people. Before 
dealing with the more practical part of 
the question, I desire to say that I hold 
diametrically opposite views from those 
expressed by the hon. Member for Kast 
Down. He thinks that in encouraging the 
Irish language we are engaged in a foolish 
and mischievous task, and he gave us the 
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reasons for that opinion. First of all, he 
laid down the aoctrine that the value of 
a language was to be estimated by the 
number of people who spoke it, and that 
without any qualification whatever. And 
he went on to say that if a language was 
spoken by few people it was practically 
valueless. [ wouid point out that by that 
canon of criticism Chinese is by far the 
most valuable language spoken by the 
human race. See where that proposition 
varries us! If the value of a language is 
to be estimated by the number of people 
who speak it, then the Greek language is 
the most valueless, because the number of 
people who spoke the language of Homer 
never exceeded two or three millions. 
According to the hon. Gentleman’s argu- 
ment the Greek language was contemp- 
tible, and ought to ie ave > been wiped out 
in favour of the Persian language. ‘To 
come to the Latin language, which spread 
all over Europe and some parts of Asia, 
the same argument could have been used 
with even greater force in the days of the 
supremacy of the Empire of Rome in 
favour of the obliteration of the language 
of Greece, because the latter was only 
spoken by a despised, an insignificant, 
and a conquered nation. And yet that 
language and literature have carried down 
the stream of time the most precious 
portions of our civilisation. They 
remain, and will not be dislodged even 
by the hon. Member for East Down. 
We are more indebted to the spiritual 
power of the language and literature of 
that little conquered people of Greece 
than to the great Empire of Rome itself. 
I need not point to the history of the 
Hebrew race. According to the argu- 
ment of the hon. Member for East Down, 
the Bible and the language of the Hebrews, 
who were a conquered race, would come 
under the same law as the language and 
literature of the Greeks. The fact is that 
the whole course of history shows us that 
the greatest spiritual lessons of mankind 
and the greatest literatures have sprung 
from small peoples and from Janguages 
spoken by a comparatively insignificant 
portion of the human race; and that 
there is no comparison between the value 
of a language and the number of people 
who speak it. Therefore 
force in that argument. The hon. 
Gentleman, and I must say to 
extent others who have spoken from the 
Government Benches, seem to think that 


Mr. Dhillon, 


there is no 


some 
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they have settled this question when they 
look upon it from a purely utilitarian 
point of view. 
that criterion of judgment. I say that 
while it is perfectly legitimate to argue 
this question from a utilitarian point of 
view, you cannot exhaust it and arrive at 
a proper judgment from that single stand- 
point. The hon. Gentleman opposite 


talks about trade, and says that no 
language is of value except English, 
then Chinese, and next German or 


French. [An Hon. Memper: No] 
I understood him to say that Chinese wa 
one of the most important languages if 
we are to be guided by the amount of 
trade. But that is a principle which we 
cannot and do not accept. We base our 
demand for the preservation of, and fair 
play being given to, the ancient language 
of our people on higher considerations 
than mere utilitarianism. We hold that 
we have a right to reinstate the Irish 
language and literature in the place of 
honour from which they were driven in 
the days of conquest and persecution ; 
because we believe that if you interrupt 
the intellectual life of the people, 

you tear them out by the roots, as 
it were, and plant them down in 
the midst of an alien 
of a race with whose traditions and 
history they are unacquainted and 
entirely out of sympathy, you will 
effectually dwarf their intellectual growth 
and injure the moral fibre of the entire 
race. Viewed from that point, the sub- 
ject is one of infinitely greater importance 
and deeper and more philosophic weight 
than the right hon. Gentleman seems to 
recognise. What is the history of the 
Irish language? Down to the time of 
the famine the Irish language was the 
habitual speech of the south and west 
of Ireland, and, although I do not believe 
in any of the figures on the subject 
taken at that time, at least three 
millions of the people of Ireland used 
the Irish tongue as the habitual means 
of social and commercial communication. 
All the small gentry in the part of the 
country I come from spoke no other 
language. At that time there was a great 
movement in [reland to revive the litera- 
ture and songs and music of Ireland, and 
there were in Dublin scholars who from 
their various acquirements could bear 
comparison with those of any other 
country in Europe—-Currie, O'Sullivan, 


3ut I utterly repudiate 


civilisation, and 
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(Kelly, and others, who have hardly left | O’Sullivan, and others, who, had they 


a successor. 


These men, had they lived | lived in Germany or France, would have 


in a normal condition of things, would | been honoured, and their lives made 
have been founders of schools, and I comfortable ; but because they lived in 
yenture to say that had it not been for | Ireland, and were Irishmen, were starved 
the famine and the vile persecution to | 


which the language and literature of 
Ireland were subjected, these Irish 
scholars would have now held as high a 
position in the learning of Europe as any 


of the great scholars who now stand in | 


the forefront of philological learning and 
folk-lore. But what happened? The 
National movement was more or less 
identified with the study of the language, 
folk-lore and music of Ireland; and the 
whole of the men then engaged in Irish 
studies were isolated, divorced from sup- 
port, and viewed with evil suspicion 
by the Irish Government. The great 


seats of learning in Ireland discouraged | 


Irish scholarship and started a crusade of 
the most atrocious character against the 
Irish leaders. That is a part, and a most 


vital part of this question, and I could | 


undertake to show that all the great seats 
of learning in Ireland, including Trinity 
College, boycotted Irish learning and 
Irish scholars, so that to become an Irish 
scholar was synonymous with starvation. 
And so the last great race of Irish 
scholars died in a state of the most miser- 
able poverty —a scandal and a disgrace to 
the Government of the day and to the 
seats of learning. What was the conse- 
quence? In the days when we were 
young we could not learn Irish ; there 


was no opportunity for doing so; and, 


those who took any interest in the sub- 
ject were condemned to the cruel humilia- 
tion of seeing the whole traditions of Trish 
scholarship pass away to Germany and 
France. To-day’s Ziimes newspaper is 
filled with admiration at a German coming 
over to Ireland and publishing a great 
work on the [rish language, and it goes 
on to say that “more had been done for 


Celtic studies by a few German scholars | 


from the time of Zeuss down to the 
present day than by all the vain 
chattering of Irish literary societies.” 


That only exhibits the gross and savage 
ignorance of the Times in regard to the 
Irish language and literature; and I 
venture to say that if Zeuss had been 
living to-day he would have been the 
first to condemn that insult to Irish 
scholarship. Zeuss did, no doubt, a great 


| When 


deal, but nothing compared with O'Kelly, | 


and made scarecrows of, to prevent other 
Irishmen following in their steps. When 
the right hon. Gentleman, I am sure 
without the intention of inflicting pain 
upon us, pointed to the fact that Irish 
was an unpopular subject of study in the 
higher colleges and universities of Ireland, 
he forgot why that was. It was because 
to be an Irish student, an Irish scholar, 
was enough to shut toa man every avenue 
of success in Ireland, and because, owing— 
to its shame be it said—to the bigotry of 
Trinity College, which has in its library 
some of the finest monuments of Irish 
literature and art in the world, and of 
the other great learned bodies in Ireland, 
and to the persecution of the Government, 
Irish scholars of a past generation, giants 
as they were, were condemned to 
poverty and misery, and had to trust for 
their living to a few private patrons. 
That isthe reason why Irish is not a popular 
study in the great seats of learning in Ire- 
land. That isthe A B C of this question, 
without which all that is involved in it 
cannot be understood. The language 
and literature of Ireland—which, by the 
admission of the greatest European 
scholars, is the richest, most valuable, 
and most varied of all Celtic languages 
and literatures—has been, down to our 
time, subjected to a persecution un- 
paralleled in the history of our race. 
They have been banished from our uni- 
versities, banned in our intermediate 
colleges and schools, and proscribed in the 
primary schools. That policy was the 
idea of the Government of the day. — It 
was alleged that the study of the anti- 
quities and history of Ireland was caleu- 
lated to foster the national spirit, and 
they banned them both. That is the full 
explanation of why there should exist a 
certain lack of popularity, as has been the 
phrase, for Irish studies in the higher 
seats of learning. But in these modern 
times a new movement has sprung up. 
Like many other movements, it has 
sprung up from the people themselves. 
the language was banned by 
all the great and wealthy societies 
like Trinity College, and outlawed 
by the Government, these associations 
sprang up among the people themselves, 
2D2 
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and commenced, in a small way for many 
years, to try and bring the language and 
literature of Ireland to the front. When 
I was a student I was one of the very 
first to form the old Society for the Pre- 
servation of the Irish Language. We did 
not make much progress to start with, 
and received absolutely no encourage- 
ment from the Government or the seats 
of learning. But the movement has 
grown and has been taken up afresh by 
the Gaelic League, who have aroused the 
strength of the Irish people in favour of 
their own tongue and literature. I con- 
gratulate that league on the success of 
their work, because it is due to them that 
this debate has been so prolonged, and 
that it has been supported by the vast 
majority of the Irish Members. When 
the right hon. Gentleman came to the 
practical bearing of this question he said 
he was in sympathy with the Gaelic 
League as regards their first claim-—that in 
Irish-speaking districts Irish should be used 
in teaching English ; but he said he had no 
power. I was acquainted with that. [| 
knew that the National Board of Education 
was perfectly independent, except that the 
Lord Lieutenant may refuse to sanction 
new rules. That is the extraordinary 
thing. Ido not know if in the whole 
civilised globe you can point to a body of 
men who have control over the education 
of the country, and for whom a Vote of 
£12,000 a year is passed, but over whom 
Parliament has absolutely no power. The 
Minister of Education in this country has 
control over the sums voted by Parlia- 
ment, and is responsible to the people ; 
but it is not so in Ireland. What are we 
todo! The most irrational thing would 
seem to be to endeavour to cut off a small 
portion of the provision for public educa- 
tion in [reland, and I point out the 
absurdity of that. The Government deal 
in all kinds of absurd devices to dodge 
round the difficulties of the situation ; but 
if the Government were to get the Irish 
Members together in Grand Committee 
we could settle all these matters from 
year to year. The reason why these 
matters are so perniciously arranged is 
that the views are consulted of High 
Churchmen in England, Nonconformists, 
and other people who do not know the 
facts of Ireland. That is what has de- 
stroyed Irish education, and has rendered 
it impossible for us to get the education 
of Ireland on a sound basis. To show 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 752 


the extreme vitality of the old language, 
a Danish professor, who went down to the 
west of Ireland a year ago, and lived 
among the people to study the old 
language, records this most remarkable 
fact. He went down and lived among 
the peasantry of Arran, and he says 
after living there for a short time he 
was able to write down 4,000 words 
“which [ have heard them use in their 
every-day life.” I venture to say that if 
any gentleman interested in linguistic 
studies goes down to Somerset or Kent 
he will not find 500 words used by the 
people in daily conversation. Yet in 
[reland this gentleman asserts he put down 
4,000 words. What do you substitute 
when you go teaching the English and 
banning the Irish language? You give 
them 2 vocabulary of 200 or 300 English 
words, with the meaning of which they 
are not acquainted, and is it any wonder 
that you make them stupid? You first 
reduce the vocabulary enormously, and 
the vocabulary you give them is not 
understood by the people who speak it, 
I only allude to that to show how 
enormously important the question is 
with regard to the intellectual equipment 
of these Irish-speaking peasants. The 
truth is that there has been a deliberate 
attempt to destroy the Irish language. 
The result is to keep these children 
in a state of ignorance and _ stupor, 
and we have to sit here night after 
night and year after year and listen 
to the taunts which are levelled at the 
illiteracy of our people, who have been 
kept illiterate by the State policy, and 
largely by this infamous campaign against 
their native tongue. This system has 
again and again been condemned by 
Government oflicials, but still the studied, 
dogged policy of the Board has been to 
ban the Irish language, and that has been 
carried on by successive Boards, sup- 
ported by successive Chief Secretaries. It 
seems to be desirable to right it, but how is 
it to be carried further ? We do not know. 
The Chief ‘Secretary has no power and the 
3oard refuses to move. I have no hesita- 
tion in characterising that as adding 
insult to injury. The right hon. Gentle- 
man will admit that it is desirable to 


| point out his own powers in the matter. 


I notice that he always seems to enlarge 
upon the difficulties. First of all, he 
made out that there was a difficulty in 
getting teachers. Iam not surprised that 
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there is after what I have described. 
Knowledge of Irish has been made the 
balge of inferiority and the object of 
oppression. How could there be a suppiy 
of teachers? There is no room for the 
study of the Irish language in the training 
It has not been encouraged in 
any way. It has always been given the 
coll shoulder, and how can you ex- 
pect to get teachers when in the train- | 
ing colleges the subject is banned? It 
is nothing short of an outrage that at the 
training colleges of the State the Irish 
tongue should be completely ignored. 
The Gaelic League have displayed admir- 
able activity in pushing this question as 
they have done. I am informed that 
there are 250 teachers who are conversant 
with the Irish tongue, but they get no 
engagements. 3ut why are steps not 
taken to teach the Irish language in the 
training colleges? if it was made a sub- 
ject ranking with the teachers among 
other subjects, would not the demand of a 
certainty create the supply ina short time 
Does the right hon. Gentleman forget 
the memorial of the managers, repre- 
senting well over 1,000 schools? As I 
understand the programme at present, 
there is no room for teaching Irish. 
What is the use of managers making 
provision for teachers of the I[rish 
language if the Irish colleges have thrown 
itout ! ‘There is really no footing in the 
Trish schools for the Irish language, and i 
do not see how there could be a supply of 
teachers if the subject is not put upon a 
level with other subjects. We know per- 
fectly well that in the Education Code the 
subjects that are to be taught are care- 
fully set forth, and that Irish is put into 
the background, and that until quite 
recently, when some slight change was 
male, there was no encouragement. 
Therefore it is not fair to cast upon the 
managers tie blame for a state of things 
which is the outcome of a long, continuous, 
and deliberate conspiracy to put the Irish 
language down. But there will be no 
fait hereafter if the teachers are forth- 
coming. I now turn for a moment to the 
question of thesecond demand of the Gaelic 
League. { think there is a good deal of 


colleges. 


vagueness in the nature of this second 
demand. The right hon. Gentleman said 
he took the second demand to imply that 
Trish should be made compulsory in all 
schools whether parents liked it or not. I 
do not think the matter is placed so high 
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as that, nor have Lever gone so far. I 
think it would be an absurd thing ; but, of 
course, in all movements like this there 
are enthusiasts, I know that there are 
persons in Ireland, with whom I differ, 
who suggest that we should take to the 
Irish and abandon the English tongue 
altogether. Ido not go that length, nor 


|do I believe that any great body of the 


people would agree to enforce Irish upon 
unwilling people. I would never be a 
party to it, and it has never been put for- 
ward. Neither of these reforms would be 
forced upon the schools; they would be 
introduced at the discretion of the 
managers. It is not to be supposed that 


a manager would force upon an 
unwilling school a — subject — that 


was distasteful to the people. As 
[ understand it, it is a claim to 
restore the native language to a place 
of honour in all schools in Ireland, and I 
tell the right hon. Gentleman and the 
Board of Edueation, that, unless I am 
greatly mistaken, there never will be peace 
in [Ireland until that is done. I conclude 
with the statement that my deep convie- 
tion is that until Irish language and 
Irish literature are raised to a position of 
equality with other subjects, in all the 
primary, and secondary schools of Ire- 
land, this agitation will never cease. 
We do not want to enforce it on 
any unwilling body of men, but we do 
insist, and we shall continue to until we 
succeed, upon the fact that the language 
and literature of our country shall occupy 
a position of honour in the primary and 
secondary schools and university colleges 
in Ireland. We want a university where 
Irish shall occupy a place of honour. We 
ask that the scarcity of teachers shall be 
met by the study of Irish literature and the 
Irish tongue, which shall lead on to 
chairs and fellowships, so that the 
students may have an opportunity of 
living; because students cannot live on 
suction, and if you tell a young man in 
Ireland that if he devotes himself to the 
study of Irish he must starve, you 
pursue a policy of proscription and perse- 
cution, which is a policy which we will 
never sit quietly under. We do not wish 
to attempt the impossible task of banish- 
ing the English tongue from Ireland, and 
depriving ourselves of the advantage of 
speaking that tongue, but we do insist 
upon the right of those who teach the 
being placed upon an 


Irish tongue 
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equality with the teachers of other sub- 
jects, and we insist and demand _ that 
Irish scholarship in the future shall not 
be treated as it has been in the past as a 
badge of inferiority and contempt ; but, 
on the contrary, that the [rish language 
and literature of the country shall be so 
treated that men may devote their lives 
and labours to that study, without having 
their footsteps dogged as the footsteps of 
Sheridan and O’Connell were dogged by 
the spectre of starvation. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) expressed satisfaction at the 
fact that the hon. Member for East Mayo 
disclaimed the extravagances which no 
doubt would cast some little ridicule upon 
this movement, and had not added to its 
strength. Irishmen could not be asked 
to give up speaking the English language 
and separate themselves from the great 
civilisation of the world which it repre- 
sented. That was the most grotesque 
proposal that could be contemplated, and 
it had brought many persons to doubt the 
sincerity and reality of the movement in 
favour of the Irish language. Neither 
did he look forward to the production 
among present-day literature of a work in 
the Irish language ; but for all that he 
maintained that there was reality and 
reason behind this movement. There 
were instances in the present century of a 
language almost dead having been re- 
vived, notably in the case of the Zcech 
language in Bohemia. So that the pro- 
posal to revive the Irish language was 
not without precedent. He was old 
enough to have seen a very great change 
in Ireland. He remembered in his child- 
hood when the Irish tongue was a great 
deal more spoken than it was to-day. In 
this connection he had a very curious 
experience in California. While in Cali- 
fornia he was the guest in, Los Angelos, of 
a gentleman born not far from Athlone. 
This gentleman described how when a 
boy he saw a youth wandering through 
the market place in Athlone, but no one 
who met the boy understood a word he 
said, and whether he dropped from 
Heaven or came from some other region 
was a matter of doubt. This gentleman 
went up to him and found that the strange 
tongue was the Irish language. That 
would show how the native ‘language had 
died away in Ireland. While in 
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Boston he was presented with an 
address, he thought in poetry, but he 
candidly confessed that he did not 
understand a word of it, because it was 
in the Irish tongue. The curious thing, 
however, was that some of the gentlemen 
who read the address to him and who 
composed it were men of Irish descent 
who had never been in Ireland. He also 
heard a lecture on the Irish language at 
the Royal Irish Academy by a ‘Gaws 
philologist —a most interesting lecture— 

and in recent years some of the highest 
authorities on the Irish tongue had been 
men of German birth. He was familiar 
with the bread-and-butter argument, 
which he did not entirely disclaim, but he 
recalled the labours of Professor Max 
Miiller and the statement that the whole 
science of philology had been revolu- 
tionised by the discovery of Sanserit, 
which was of still less hread-and-butter 
value than Irish. He wondered if the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
had read the essay of the Professor 
on the science of language. He under- 
stood that Sanscrit remained the ancient 
classical language of India, the value of 
which was not only as a key to the 
Indian languages of to-day, but also as 
the great link which bound together the 
Aryan languages of Europe and_ the 
Semitic languages of the East. Sanscrit 
played an important part in the study of 
philology, which was one of the greatest 
and finest of the new sciences of the age, 
and in the same way the right of the [rish 
language to survive and to be encouraged 
might be based alone on philological 
grounds. His hon. friend the Member 
for the Flint Boroughs had spoken of 
how his knowledge of Welsh enabled him 
to reach the inner hearts and minds of 
the Breton people. He might shew how 
the Irish language could act as a sort of 
rough interpreter between people of 
different nationalities. He met a gentle- 
man in Los Angelos who left  lreland 
when quite a boy. He heard a fragment 
of conversation that passed between that 
gentleman and a shepherd who was 
tending sheep outside of Los Angelos. 
The shepherd spoke Basque, and that was 


another of the great Celtic family of 
languages. His friend was able to carry 


on a certain amount of conversation with 
that Basque shepherd from the north 
of Spain. The renaissance in connection 
with these languages was headed by 
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some of the keenest and greatest in- | 
tellects of the present day. There was | 
one famous person, a Breton writer, who, | 
although one of the greatest living 
masters of French prose, did everything 
in his power to encourage the Celtic re- | 
vival among the Breton people. His hon. 
friend had not in the least exaggerated | 
the depreciation and discouragement with | 
which certain studies were visited be- | 
tween 1860 and 1870 in Ireland in 
Queen’s College, Galway. The whole | 
spirit of that unhappy period in Irish 
history was against the study of Irish. 
He was not without hope that this de- 
bate would bear good fruit, and he would | 
like to impress on the Chief Secretary 
the fact that it was not enough for him 
to take up a position of neutrality on | 
this question. The Irish language had 
been so discouraged and looked down | 
upon that something like a serious effort 
was required to bring it back to its just 
and proper place in the education of [re 

land. Coming te the second, and, to | 
some extent, the more important branch 
of the question-—the part which the study | 
of Irish took in the education of Irish 
children in English as well as in frish— 
he said the Chief Secretary had recog- 
nised that in the bilingual regions the | 
study of English would be very much 
facilitated by the use of Irish. as a 
medium. There was some © striking 
testimony on that point, some of which 
had already been quoted. He under. 
stood that the Member for Waterford 
had quoted the remarkable — speech 

of Dr. Starkie, and therefore he 
need not repeat it. There was passage 
after passage to prove that the result 
of trying to teach — [rish-speaking 


children English through an English- 
speaking teacher was that the un- 
fortunate pupils forgot Irish, and 


did not learn English, so that really 
there was a double disadvantage. They 
deprived the child of anything like a 
scientific and grammatical knowledge of 
his mother tongue, and at the same time 
they did not supply the hiatus by a know- 
ledge of the English tongue. A great deal 
of stress was attached in that House to 
the vast amount of illiteracy in Ireland, 
hut the explanation was simple. Taking 
the three counties where illiteracy was 
highest—namely, Kerry, Donegal, and 
Galway—which were also the counties 
where Irish was still largely spoken, the 
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number of those returned as illiterates 
and as speaking both languages very 
closely approached each other. In Kerry 


‘the number of people who spoke both 


Irish and English was 69,701, and the 
illiterates 58,744. In Galway the number 
who spoke both languages was 107,029, 
and the illiterates 87,573. His explana- 
tion of this was that the children who 
went to the schools forgot their Irish 
while they did not learn English. He be- 
lieved there were official statements to 
show that a large number of the best 
trained educationists of Ireland were of 
opinion that the want of teaching Irish- 
speaking children by the Irish medium 


| was largely responsible for the vast and 


tragical amount of illiteracy in these 
counties. Thus by the mere fact of their 
inability to learn Englsh they became 
illiterate. Apart, therefore, from ques- 
tions of philology and literature, the 
teaching of children by the medium of Irish 
and through an Irish-speaking teacher was 
an urgent, a vital, and a crying necessity 
of education in Ireland. ‘The Chief 
Secretary had urged that the duty of en- 
couraging the study of Irish lay not so 
much with him as with the managers of 
schools, and that the managers had not 
shown as strong a desire in this direction 
by the engagement of Irish-speaking 
teachers as might have been expected. 
If that statement were true the right 
hon. Gentleman would be entitled to say 
that he had shifted the responsibility from 
his own shoulders to that of the managers, 
and that pressure ought to be brought on 
the managers of schools to supply Ivish- 
speaking teachers. Was the right hon. 
Gentleman quite right in his statement 
of facts? He had before him a terse 
statement of facts prepared by the pre- 
sident of the Irish League in London. He 
said that 188 school managers, represent- 
ing 1,075 schools in Irish-speaking dis- 
tricts, had signed a memorial in favour of 
the training and sending down of bilingual 
teachers. The memorial was addressed 
to the National Board of Education. He 
understood that, as a rule, a teacher was 
trained in a training college. If a 
teacher had a colloquial knowledge of 
Irish there ought to be the means in the 
training college of making his colloquial 
knowledge grammatical and scientific, so 
that he could go down and teach the 
children. One of the objections raised on 
thisquestion was that if they sent a teacher 
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to a training college to be taught Irish he 
would be in the same position, because he 
would be learning Irish as a foreign 
tongue. That was not the proposal. The 
proposal was that the teacher sent to the 
training college should have a colloquial 
knowledge of Irish, which could be 
turned into a grammatical and _ scientific 
knowledge. He thought they had a 
right to demand the assistance of 
the Government not merely on the 
grounds of science or literature, 
way of meeting a crying evil in 
the education of Ireland. It would 
be the duty of the Gaelic Society 
and of other societies interested in the 
question to put pressure, wherever and 
on whomsoever pressure was needed, in 
order to bring this question to a practical 
issue, and to give the people of Ireland 
the same advantages as the people of 
Wales, and even the Hebrew children 
dwelling in Ireland, enjoyed at present. 


Mr. BUTCHER (York) said the hon. 
Gentleman had spoken of his desire for 
the increased study of the Celtic language. 
He ventured to suggest to him that if the 
Irish language was to be made the subject 
of study it must be as a matter of higher 
education in the universities and not in 
the primary schools. The discussion had 
turned on two subjects. The first was 
whether there should be bilingual educa- 
tion—in other words, whether the Irish 
language should be used in Irish speak- 
ing districts as a means of education. 
The second demand was that Irish should 
be encouraged as a separate and distinct 
branch of learning. Upon the first of 
these questions he was in entire sympathy 
with hon. Members from Ireland, and 
he gathered that the Chief Secretary 
was of the same view. It was quite 
obvious, from an educational point of 
view, that if it was desired to impart in- 
struction in English or in anything else 
to a boy brought up in an Irish-speaking 
home, it could be done satisfactorily only 
by addressing him in the language with 
which he was familiar. He trusted that 
as the result of the debate effective steps 
would speedily be taken to carry such a 
desirable proposal into practice, and that 
the bilingual system of instruction would 
be established in those parts which were 
characterised as chiefly Irish-speaking dis- 
tricts. But when one came to the 
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question whether Irish should be made a 
separate and distinct branch of study, 
that was a different matter. It was not 
so much a sentimental as a_ practical 
business question connected with primary 
education. Was there time to teach Irish 
as a separate and distinct branch of edu- 
cation? He conceived not. Effective 
attention could not be given to a second 
language in addition to the other subjects 
which it was necessary boys should be 
taught. But supposing there was time 
for a second language, the practical ques- 
tion arose whether it should be [rish, 
With the greatest possible goodwill to 
the Irish language, he honestly did not 
think it would be a business-like opera- 
tion to teach boys in non-lrish-speaking 
districts the Irish language. If they had 
the time and talents to acquire a separate 
language, French or German would be 
much more useful to them. From that 
point of view he could not support the 
contention that Irish should be taught as 
a separate and distinct branch of learning 
in the primary schools of Ireland. 
Reasons had been advanced why the Irish 
language should be revived, one of those 
reasons being that the English language 
was effete, and that it was unfit to ex- 
press the great, original, and beautiful 
ideas of the writer of the letter in which 
this plea was advanced. He wished that 
that gentleman had been present and 
heard the speeches of the Irish Members 
that night : he would not then have been 
able to complain of the weakness of the 
English language. When it was said that 
the English language was effete, and that 
the language of Shakespeare was not suit- 
able to convey the beautiful and original 


thoughts of a man, he had some 
suspicion that it was not so much 


the language as the thoughts that were at 
fault. The question really was a purely 
educational and business one, and when 
they had the openly-expressed conviction 
of the Chief Secretar y that for educational 
purposes it was desirable to insist on the 
bilingual instruction, they had got as far 
as they were likely to get with adv: antage. 
The debate which had taken place would 
probably do a great deal of good in 
enabling the Government to insist upon 
increased etticacy in the bilingual process 
that Irish 
content, as it was 


of instruction, and with 
Members should be 


not possible to push the question further 


/ in the direction they had indicated with 
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any advantaze, either educationally or 
commercially, to the people of [reland. 


Mr. CREAN (Queen’s County, Ossory) 
complained that Members aid not fully 
realise the demand of the people of L[re- 
land. ‘They did not desire to insist upon 
Jrish being taught to all children ; it was 
to be optional for those attending the 
schools whether or not they received the 
instruction. The people had a right to 
demand the particular studies they wished 
to have taken up, and the reasonable de- 
mandthey now made should not be denied. 
If the English people demanded with the 
sume unanimity as the Irish people had 
done the encouragement of any particular 
study, neither the House of Commons nor 
any Board subordinate to it would dare 
to withstand that demand for even twenty- 
four hours. Were the Government going 
to deny that which would raise the social 
standing of the [rish people in the world 7 
Why was not a similar course adopted in 
regard to Scotland and Wales? What 
reason was there for treating Ireland 
differently from those two countries ! 
Fifty-seven per cent. of the people on the 
western seaboard of Ireland were Irish- 
speaking people, and why should their 
native tongue be treated in this way? If 
the House of Commons had not the power 
to compel the National Board to adopt a 
different policy in this respect, the sooner 
a Bill was brought in for the purpose the 
better. That fossilised Board should be 
done away with, and a_ representative 
Board established which should be respon- 
sible to the country, and then the people 
would be able to get that education which 
would raise their social and educational 
standing, and make them what they 
should be and were before the English 
nation took them in hand—namely, as 
intelligent and as educated a people as 
were to be found in any civilised country 
on the face of the earth. 





Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mid), as 
representing the district possessing the 
largest number of Lrish-speaking people, 
supported the demand now being put 
forward. There were places in county 
Cork where as many as 92 per cent. of 


the people were Irish-speaking, and to | 


whom, therefore, this matter was one of 
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very considerable importance. He had 
again and again come across cases in 
which the children did not understand 
what was attempted to be imparted to 
them by National school teachers who were 
not versed in the Irish language. The 
vight hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
was supposed to “boss” the National 
Board, but, apparently, the National 
Board “ bossed ” the Chief Secretary. It 
was merely another case of the tail wag- 
ging the dog instead of the dog wagging 
the tail. The hon. Member for York had 
urged that French or German, rather than 
Irish, should be taught in primary schools. 
But who ever heard of any boy learning 
French or German systematically, and in 
such a manner as to be able to speak the 
langnage, even in the great public schools 
of England? The classes in which those 
languages were supposed to be taught 
were usually the romping-grounds in 
which the boys made game of the masters, 
French or German, as the case might be. 
It was, therefore, absolutely ridiculous to 
suggest that French or German could be 
taught in the National schools. He was 
surprised that the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for East Down should run down the 
teaching of Irish, seeing that he had been 
at Queen’s College, Galway. 


Mr. RENTOUL said there was a Chair 
of Celtic at Queen’s College, Galway, but 
there were no students, and the professor 
ultimately died in the workhouse. 


Dr. TANNER (continuing) said that 
Irish was deeply studied in most of the 
universities in Germany, many of the 
very best scholars coming from that 
country, and it was time something should 
be done in Ireland itself. Was there 
always to be this vendetta ? Was it simply 
because it Irish that it was not 
taught? Was there some malign under- 
hand influence at work? Was the object 
to crush out the language? If that was 
purpose would never be 
achieved, as the movement in favour of 
this demand was growing day by day. 
At the present time numbers of people 
who had never given much attention to 
this matter were now taking it up heart 
and soul, and although the right hon. 
Gentleman might affect to despise the 


Was 
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minority in the House of Commons, he | 
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would not be able to despise the aspira- | 
tions of a united people to preserve their | 
beloved and living language. | 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I would 
not be doing my duty if I did not express 
my opinion on this subject in company 
with my colleagues on this side of the 
House. Two hundred and seventy quali- 
fied teachers of Irish are now available in 
Ireland. But, apart from that, we have a 
number of the higher classes in Lreland who 
are qualified to teach trish. The Gaelic 
League have done me the honour to elect 
me one of its vice-presidents. I regret 
that I was not able in my younger days 
to learn Irish, but within the last two or 
three months, I am not ashamed to say, I 
have received my first lessons in the 
Celtic language, and many of us wish 
that such opportunities had been available 
in the past. It is said that this is a very 
mischievous movement for labouring 
men. I know a case of a labouring-man 
who is an honorary member of the Gaelic 
League, and who, when his day’s labour 
is over, gives his services gratuitously in 
teaching Irish to the boys and girls of his 
neighbourhood. I think the time has 
come when the Government should make 
some concession in this matter. [I do not 
believe there is a single parish in the 
county of Kerry in which public meetings 
have not been held in favour of the bilin- 
gual system of education. I believe the 
discussion to-night will do good yet ; and 
the Irish Members have done their duty 
nobly in pushing forward the claims of 
the Gaelic League. 


Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): On very 
few subjects has there been displayed 
such intimate knowledge in reference to 
the question at issue, or with the facts 
connected with the movement, as has been 
shown in the course of this debate. The 
hon. Member for Mid Cork referred to the 
fact that in his constituency there are 
14,000 Irish-speaking people, and claimed 
that that was a higher number than in 
any other. Although I represent a con- 
stituency in the centre of the south-west 
of Ireland, the number of Irish-speaking 
people is double that of Mid Cork. 

Dr. 


Tanner. 
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Dr. TANNER: What I said wis that 
54 per cent. of my constituents speak 


Trish. 


Mr. SHEE: In West Waterford the 
total population is 35,000, and the num- 
ber of [rish-speaking people is 28,000, or 
75 per cent., and there is a very great 
desire on the part uf all these people to 
be educated in their own language. 
afraid I cannot coincide in the praise 
given to the speech of the Chief Secretary, 
[think a too liberal interpretation has 
been given to it. As I understand it the 
right hon. Gentleman is not prepared to 
concede bilingual teaching, but only to 
concur in any action of the National 
Board of Education which will permit 


[am 


the use of [Irish in Irish - speaking 
districts for the purpose of enabling 


pupils to get a knowledge of English. 
That is an altogether different thing from 
a bilingual system of education. The de- 
mand is, that not merely shall instruction 
be given in English through the medium 
of Irish, but that Irish shall be taught as 
an independent subject. I believe that 
the Chief Secretary has not said one 
word in the direction that he is prepared 
to encourage the teaching of Irish in the 
schools as a separate subject ; and if that 
is true it is apparent that a malign in- 
fluence is at work and a desire to prevent 
the education of Irish children in their 
own language. A protest should be made 
from these benches against the scheme of 
the Government, and [ hope that that 
protest will be made effective | have 
been in the House for five years, and for 
the first time during that period I have 
received pressing invitations from my 
constituents to be in my place during 
this debate. That is only one of the evi- 
dences of the fact that there is a very 
widespread desire that this subject should 
be treated as one of importance, and that 
the Government should, with all the 
energy at our command, be urged to bring 
about what we aim at. If the right hon. 
Gentleman has no power at present to do 
what we want, he has the whole strength 
of the Government at his back, and there 
is nothing to prevent him from enforcing 
his opinion on the Board by a Bill of one 
clause. There is no parity between the 
question of the study of French or Ger- 
man in schools and that of the study ot 
Irish. It is not a question of compelling 
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any child to learn Irish, or the parents of 
the children, or the managers of schools, 
to provide for the study of the Irish lan- 
guage ; but simply of enabling the children 
io be taught in Irish, if they and their 
parents wish it. I am sorry at the narrow 
view taken by the right hon. Gentleman, 
but we have been accustomed to attach too 
much importance to the allegations of the 
right hon, Gentleman who represents the 
Government on these occasions. Although 
hedeclared there is no political element 
in this matter, the right hon. Gentleman 
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view is steely cold, and his attitude can- 
not be described as sympathetic. I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman has gained a 
little education this evening, and that 
when he addresses the House on this sub- 
ject again he will be able to adopt a more 
sympathetic attitude. 





Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 70 ; 


takes a very narrow view of it. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 
Commins, Andrew 

Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ffrenech, Peter 

Field, William (Dublin) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, tt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Balfour,Rt. Ha. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbary, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Ha. Sc. John 
Butcher, John Georze 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys. 
Chatuberlain, Rt. Ha.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Auscen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Collings Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Shas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Curzon, Viscount 


Dalkeith, Earl of 





His Noes, 104. 


AYES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gibney, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gritlith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, Jotun Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. | 


Hogan, James Francis 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qn’sCo. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mandeville, J. Francis 


NOES. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fergusson, Rt. H.Sir J. (Man. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, Willian Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hou. Jonn Edward 
Gors', Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | 


(Division List No. 228.) 


Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Murnaghan, George 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James 

O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shee, James John 

Sullivan, Donal (Westineath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Kt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hudson, George Biekersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 
Lawrence,SirE. Darning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw'ns'a 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
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Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn.F. (Monmouthsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A( Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. ! 





Original Question again proposed. 
oD cL Oo 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I think the 
Committee will agree with me that it 
woul futile, at this of the 
morning, to inaugurate a discussion on the 


be time 


new scheme of primary education in 
Ireland. Up to the present we have dis- 
cussed only one point, and the broad 
scheme has not been discussed at all. We 
are in an unfortunate position with 
reference to these new rules. As a matter 
ot fact, we have not yet had them in full. 
We have had what may be described as a 
summary of the rules, but even that was 
only put into our hands a few days ago. 
I make no accusation against the Irish 
Government in the matter. I think they 
desired to give us the information as 
early as possible, but still we did not 
receive it as early as we ought to have 
received it. [t has been practically im- 
possible for us to gather opinion in Ireland 
in reference to this new scheme in the few 
days that have elapsed since the summary 
was published, and to imagine that we can 
usefully initiate a discussion now on the 
new scheme of primary education in Ire- 
land is absurd. A number of very grave 
questions arise in connection with the 


scheme which affect not only the general | 


interests of education in Ireland, but also 
the position of the Nationai teachers, 
which we naturally ought to protect, and 
it would be impossible at this hour to 
adeyuately discuss them. I would repeat 
to the Government a suggestion which 
was made in connection with the subject 
of Intermediate education in I[reland 
yesterday—namely, that ample oppor- 
tunity should be given to us to discuss 
this question also. I would make an 
earnest appeal to the Government to give 
us an undertaking that we shall have an 
opportunity of discussing what amounts 
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Parvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney ) 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 
Saunderson, Rt HonColEdw.J. 
Sidebotham, J. 
Stanley, Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stewart,SirMark.!. M‘Tageart 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. 
Talbot, RtHn,J.G.(Oxf d Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
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Tollemaclie, Henry James 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. k, (Kent) 
Welby,Lt.Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wyhe, Alexander 

Wyn ham, George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


(Tyrone) 
W. (Cheshire) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


to a revolution in the system of primary 
education in Ireland. [f we ges that under- 
taking 1 would be in favour of taking no 
discussion on the new rules to-night, | 
do not think we have sufticient informa- 
tion to enable us to usefully discuss them. 
The discussion could not be reported, and 
would net vive any satisfaction to the 
classes interested in this subject in 
[reland. We are discussing not a poli- 
tical question at al!, but a change in the 
whole primary system of education in 
Ireland. It is essential that this diseus- 
sion should be taken under conditions 
which would render it useful and effective, 
and I would most earnestly appeal to 
the Government to give us an assurance 
that an adequate opportunity will be 
attorded us to discuss this revolution in 
the system of primary and intermediate 
education in Ireland. I would suggest 
that we ought to adjourn the discussion 
onthe primary education changes, and wait 
for that adequate opportunity when we 
will have suitticient information about the 
changes in our possession to enable us to 
discuss them reasonably. [I have always 
found that the First Lord of the Treasury 
has been anxious to take a reasonable 
view, and, so far as consistent with his 
position, to meet the convenience of [rish 
Members. I would press upon him that 
our claim is reasonable, and might fairly 
be met. A discussion taken now would 
necessarily be imperfect, and inevitably 
followed by further discussion later on. 
[ would put it to him that it would be to 
the interest of the Irish Members, and of 
general education in Treland, to accede to 
our request. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
K.): [ had hoped that opportunity 
might have been found for discussing 
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what I recognise is a most important 
question, but I am aware that another 
topic will occupy the attention of th: 
Committee. I also recognise that possibly 
this is too early a stage on which to take 
auseful discussion of the rules, which have 
not been in operation for any length of 
time, and are not in the hands of hon. 
Gentlemen. [ have no doubt that when 
the next session comes round hon. Gentle- 
men will have the advantage of a more 
intimate acquaintance with the wording 
of the rules, and some experience of how 
these rules have been working. Under 
these circumstances I admit there is a 
sreat deal that is reasonable and impres- 
sive in the appeal of the hon Gentleman. 
I cannot make a definite promise for next 
session, but I d >» admit that the subject is 
of great importance, and one on which 
hon. Gentlemen from Ireland may well be 
anxious for an opportunity of expressing 
their opinion ; and I shall be glad to do 
everything [ can, at a more convenient 
period, to give every facility for that 
discussion. With that assurance perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman will now allow us to 
take the Vote. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The point 
is this, that these new rules have to be 
on the Table for a certain time, and it is 
within the province of any Member to 
raise a discussion upon them then. I 
think that a whole evening might be 
adequately devoted to the discussion of 
the new rules on primary and _inter- 
mediate education. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman says he is not in a position to give 
a definite pledge for next session. Pos- 
sibly not; the next session may be the 
first session of a different Parliament. If 
! understand his statement aright, subject 
to that limitation, he recognises that my 
request is a reasonable one, and that 
such adequate discussion as I have indi- 
cated will be granted. If so, I would ex- 
press myself as satisfied. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What the hon. 
Gentleman has asked for is practically 
that the discussion should occupy a whole 
night. I will do what I can to prevent 
the intermediate education rules being 
discussed at the fag end of the evening. 


The new rules for primary education | 


would come on in the ordinary course. 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do now report this 
Resolution to the House.”—-(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: There are 
other Votes on the Paper ; and I did not 
understand that these would not be taken. 
According to the prevalent idea this is the 
last eccasion on which we will have the 
[rish Estimates in Committee. But if the 
right hon. Gentleman is in a position to 
give us an opportunity to discuss the 
other Votes on the Paper we might report 
The next Vote deals with the 
industrial schools, in which profound 
interest is taken in Ireland. If the 
motion to report progress is made I shall 
oppose it. 


progress. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is possible, 
of course, that some further opportunity 
might occur before the present session 
But I do not know that it is very 
probable, and [ cannot hold out any 
pledge. If the hon. Gentleman desires 
any further discussion to-night [I will 
meet his wishes ; but I am very unwilling 
to ask the Committee to sit up late. 


1 
closes. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It would he 
better if the right hon. Gentleman could 
hold out to us some hope that some time 
would be given before the end of the 
session to discuss this Industrial School 
Vote. Ido not say that a whole evening 
should be devoted to it, but if he would 
give us some opportunity we might ad- 
journ now. It would, however, be better 
to have some discussion now than none 
at all. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary made a 
statement early in the session in regard 
to this Industrial Schools Vote, and I 
understood that he undertook to look into 
the matter to see whether some ameliora- 
tion of the circular in regard to Industrial 
schools could not be made. We have not 
had an opportunity of learning his views 
on the subject. If he could make some 


. statement on the position now we would 








771 


be thankful to him, and it may be that 
it would obviate the necessity of any 
lengthened discussion. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no ob- 
jection to this Vote being taken, provided 
the discussion is not too long ; and there- 
fore I will not now move to report pro- 
gress. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Crass III. 


2. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£54,767, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete a sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the Expenses of 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools in 
Ireland.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary has not 
answered my question. Would he state 
the result of the inquiry that he promised 
to make earlier in the session ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do not 
know exactly what the hon. Gentleman 
refers to. It is possible that I may have 
promised at an earlier period of the 
session that I would look further into 
the question of whether anything could 
be done by legislation this session in con- 
nection with pauper children. But there 
has been no opportunity of introducing 
or even of considering any such legisla- 
tien. 


Mr. DILLON: I must say that I am 


amazed at the statement of the Chief , 


Secretary that his further experience of 
the working of the circular in regard to 
the industrial schools has been favour. 
able. All I can say is, that accord- 
ing to the information at our disposal, 
the experience of those responsible for 
the industrial schools has been more and 
more unfavourable in regard to it as time 
goes on. The history of this transaction 


{ 


{COMMONS} 
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of the House. The whole action of 
the Chief Secretary has been most 
singular in this uncalled for interference 
with a system which was working well— 
an interference, too, in such a way as to 
run counter to the unanimous Opinion of 
Ireland, and to upset and threaten with 
destruction a system which has done an 
enormeus amount of good in Ireland, 


| This circular was issued on 1st October, 


1898, and I raised the question in the 


| House for the first time in February, 


1899. 


if 


will be in the memory of many Members | 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


On that occasion the Chief Seere- 
tary referred to the O’Conor Don and some 
other authorities as inferentially approving 
of the circular. But he will remember 
himself that shortly after that debate a 
most infuential deputation, of which the 
O’Conor Don was a member, j waited 
upon him, and pressed upon him the 
enormous injury which was being inflicted 
upon the industrial school system by 
that circular. The theory of the circular 
is, that a child in Ireland, before it is 
admitted into an industrial — school 
must be in some way contaminated. 
The only information we could extract 
from the right hon. Gentleman in previous 
debates as a reason for his extraordinary 
departure from practice was that certain 
children were admitted to the industrial 
schools who would be excluded under a 
more stringent interpretation of the Act. 
Mark what wasdone. For eighteen years 
the industrial schools system was working 
in Ireland, and until the right hon, 
Gentleman came into office it had been 
the accepted system of the country and 
had worked untold good. Juvenile crime 
was almost annihilated by this system 
and the spirit in which it was worked, 
and even if the right hon. Gentleman 
were right in his interpretation, although 
I think he might be a little more 
modest, seeing that it was the estab- 
lished practice for eighteen years, he 
ought to have left well alone. 
When he was convinced by his legal 
advisers that the magistrates were giving 
a rather too liberal interpretation to the 
Act, he could either have left the system 
—which he found working admirably- 
alone, or he could have introduced a one- 
clause Bill to amend the Act, and bring 
it into harmony with the system. He, 
however, issued his circular, the effect of 
which I will explain to the Committee 
The right hon. Gentleman endeavoured 
to make out that the O’Conor Don took 
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the same view as he did as to the policy 
and intention of the Act. On Tuesday, 
98th November, 1899, a large and repre- 
gntative deputation waited on the Chief 
Secretary in Dublin, for the purpose of 
laying their views before him as to the 
Lord Lieutenant’s circular. Amongst 
those present was the O’Conor Den, and, 
in the course of a lengthy speech, he 
aid 


“Tt was he who introduced the Industrial 
School Bill into the House of Commons in 1867, 
and succeeded in having it passed into law in 
1868. About fifteen years ago a Royal Com- 
mission was appointed to inquire into the 
working of the Act. Every result then known 
with regard to the working of the Act was 
male known to that Commission, but fifteen 
years passed after the Report was made before 
any change came. Last year a cireular was 
issued Which, whatever it was intended to do, 
had the effect of making a considerable altera- 
tion in the administration of the Act. — It 
would be sworn that if the Act was adminis- 
tered in the future as it had been lately the 
effect would be disastrous among the schools of 
the country. The intentions of the Act of 
Parliament were not the interpretations which 
the magistrates were placing on the circular. 
Hedid not hold that the cireular foreed the 
interpretation which was being put upon it. 
They had taken the view that destitution 
alone was no longer any element for commit- 
ting to industrial schools, and that they were 
to inquire into the antecedents of the children, 
and satisfy themselves that if the children 
were not sent to school they would fall into 
crime, That was not the intention of the Act. 
Itwas intended also to provide for children 
who, by the destitution or incapacity of their 
parents, might fall into crime.” 


That is the opinion of the O’Conor Don. 
Mark now what the dispute is. | Accord- 
ing to the circular, a child must be proved 
to have disreputable er criminal parents, 
or he must be an associate of criminals — 
that is to say, contaminated—before he is 
to be given the saving grace of the indus- 
trial schools system in Ireland. The 
principle of prevention has been alto- 
gether destroyed by this circular, and we 
are no longer permitted to assume that 
a child found in a state of destitution and 
without sufficient guardianship is likely 
to fall into crime. That is no longer a 
sutticient ground to commit according to 
the circular. Now see the result. When 
in a previous debate it was asserted that 
the right hon. Gentleman was dictating 
to magistrates in Ireland, he said he had 
no such intention, that the circular 
Was not in the nature of an_ order, 
and was only a reminder of the view taken | 
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by the authorities as to the true interpreta” 
tion of the Act. Certain magistrates, 
having obtained the information from the 
right hon. Gentleman that the circular 
was not intended to coerce, very properly, 
as I think, continued to commit children 
as they had done for eighteen years ; 


but the Chief Secretary immediately 
discharged them, and the discretion 


of the magistrates was defeated. The 
bishops of Lreland have taken this matter 
up, and take the view that we have pre- 
sented to the Committee. We have been 
bombarded with complaints from the 
managers of these schools, pointing out 
the serious loss, and, in some cases, even 
the utter destruction, which will follow if 
the system is persisted in, and _ there- 


fore we are bound to take every 
possible opportunity of bringing 
this gigantic evil before Parliament. 


In preparation for this debate the hon. 
Member for Waterford, having had the 
great gravity and importance of this 
matter brought under his notice, issued 
a circular to the managers of these schools 
asking how the system would affect them, 
and received several replies from very, 
responsible persons. The Rev. James 
Hamill, P.P., corresponding manager of 
St. Pateick’s Female Industrial School 
and the Sacred Heart Industrial School, 
3elfast, writes as follows— 


“We have now thirty vacant places im the 
Sacred Heart School, although Belfast swarms 
with children who are fit subjects for admis- 
sion. The practical result of the eireular will 
be, in a short time, the closing of many of the 
schools, and the rendering of the remainder 
less able to continue the work they have 
undertaken.” 


I need hardly say that before the cir- 
cular was issued the difficulty was to. 
find places for the applicants. Sister M. 
de Sales McGeeney, of the Lurgan Indus- 
trial School, writes— 

“Qur school is going down since the issue 
of the recent circular. Ina few years our 
school, built at great expense, and still in debt, 
would be empty. Considering how few schools 
exist in the north, this would be a great mis- 
fortune to the poor.” 


That brings me to another point. These 
schools have been built by religious com- 
munities at great expense, and it is.really 
monstrous, where local charitable re- 
sources have been called into play, that 
this circular should not only ruin. the 
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schools and injure the poor, but render 
these magnificent buildings useless for the 
purposes for which they were erected. [| 
do not believe that in the whole world 
there was such an admirable industrial 
system as in Ireland. It was a pleasure 
to go through the schools, the children 
were so well cared for and so cheerful and 
happy. The manager of the Sunday’s 
Well School writes— 


“Tt seems quite evident that if children 
similar to those who have been formerly com- 
mitted are now deprived of the safeguard of 
industrial schools, they will of necessity 
become criminals, for a starving child will 
steal.” 


Then the manager of one of the great 
Dublin schools writes— 


“The numbers in the schools are so fast 
going down that a very few years, perhaps not 
more than four or five, will put an end to most 
of them. And the pity of it all! The schools 
sare there—have been an acknowledged success 

—-lmt they are to be shut up, the children 
made, perhaps, paupers or criminals of, in pre- 
ference to changing the words of a legal docu- 
ment. What an enlightened age we live in!” 


I really think that language is justified. 
All these schools have, as I have said, 
heen instrumental in almost abolishing 
invenile crime in Ireland. Sister Jones, 
of the St. Joseph’s Industrial School, 


says— 


“ Committals have virtually ceased since the 
issue of this mischievous cireular from the 
Castle authorities to the magistrates in Octo- 
ber, 1898, and consequently we have always 
several vacancies. At present there are 
twenty-three, and that number is likely to be 
donbled before the close of the year. Of course 
this is a serious financial loss, as the general 
expenses of the establishment must be kept up 
the same.” 
Clifden, Sister Mary Reville 


From 
writes 





“Should the present restrictions on admis- 
sion to industrial schools continue to be en- 
forced, the country schools, especially those in 
our mountainons districts, will very soon be 
wrecked. If the police are to judge the fitness 
of the applicant for admission, and not the 
magistrates, it can easily be seen how this fact 
must thwart the benevolent intentions of the 
first framers of the law, which hitherto worked 
so happily in [reland.” 

The manager of Newtonforbes, Longford 
County, writes— 
“We are going down in numbers rapidly. 


Certified for 145 children, we have twenty-one 
vacancies, and are likely to have as many more 


Mr. Dillon. 
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before the year closes. To balance this we have 
no prospects of fresh committals. We eonsider 
the Castle circular has proved most detrimental] 

° ° ° ° re ’ 
so far as the‘committal of children’ clause js 


concerned. Some children have already been 
discharged by the Chief Secretary, after 


havine been in the institution for short periods, 
and no reason for such action was mule known 
to us. We have done much to further the 
interests and welfare of our children, and haye 
spared no expense to fit them for the future in 
every way. We have spent over £12,000 of 
our funds (not Government money) to erect 
buildings for the accommodation of our chil- 
dren, acting under the belief that the institu. 
tion was never to fail. How is this enormons 
sum to come back to us, now that there is no 
better prospect in view than the total destrue- 
tion of our industrial schools ? It is a startling 
consideration.” 4 


I might go on multiplying these cases, 
but I stop there. [ am astonished that 
the Government should persist in this 
circular. What is the object 1 Is it, de- 
liberately against the whole public 
opinion of [reland, to wreck a system 
which any Government ought to be proud 
of—-a system whose object is to take 
children off the streets of the cities and 
towns of Ireland and put them into 
schools where they are trained to earn 
their bread under the care of self. sacri- 
ficing women and men who for the most 
part work for nothing, and devote the 
whole of their lives to this mission, and 
afterwards to plant these children 
out under happy conditions so as to give 
them a chance in life? If this system 
were left alone these children. would he- 
come self-respecting and self-supporting 
members of society ; but if it is wrecked 
the children will be permitted to run 
about the town serving an apprenticeship 
to crime. A more insane policy [ never 
heard of. The Chief Secretary dropped 
a hint to the deputation which waited 
upon him, and also in the debate in the 
House, that he thought under a_ lax 
administration of the law an undue burden 
had been thrown on the Treasury ; that is 
to say that under the strict letter of the 
taw some of these children ought not to 
have been received into the industrial 
schools, as they had been a drain on the 
3ritish Treasury in a total sum of a few 
thousand pounds. I put the question, 
what is to become of these children, and 
where are they to go to? If they are 
the children of parents whose circum- 
stances are such that they ought 
to take care of their own children 
but wickedly do not, the law should 
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compel them to do so; and if the law is 
not strong enough for that at present, let 
the law be strengthened. But if the 
parents have been reduced to poverty, 


either through misfortune or sickness, | 
and have no means to support their chil- | 


dren, why should not these children be 
put into industrial schools instead of 
allowing them to wander about the 
streets to be placed in the workhouse, 
where they get the workhouse taint ? 
The result of this circular is that the 
income of some of the industrial schools 
has dropped £7,000 or £8,000 a year. 
The only object of the circular seems to 
be to save the capitation grant of 5s. for 
each child. I contend that there was no 
expenditure in Ireland which was more 
profitable, and I appeal on that to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, because by 
striking at the tap-root of crime in the 
country there was a saving to the 
Government of the expenditure of im- 
prisoning these children in after life. 
Therefore, [ maintain that the policy of 
driving these children to the streets for 
the purpose of saving a few thousand 
pounds is most narrow and foolish. There 
isnot the least use in concealing the fact 
that the policy is to drive the children 
into the workhouse, from which they will 
be boarded out, and their expense charged 
ou the rates, and thus saved to the Trea- 
sury. Now the workhouse child has a 
horrible mark for life, as any one can see 
who goes into even the best workhouses 
in Ireland, and contrasts its condition 
with that of achild in an industrial school 
conducted by the unions. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: As the hon. 
Member himself remarks, this question 
has already been very fully discussed in 
the House, and I am _ rather surprised 
that he has raised it again this evening. 
He began by quoting a speech of the 
O’Conor Don on the occasion when a 
deputation waited upon me in August 
last. L rather believe that the O’Conor 
Den himself then stated that he did not 
think the magistrates had given that in- 
terpretation to the circular which it is 
now said they put upon it. The circular 
set forth that many of the places in the 
industrial schools which ought to be 
oceupied by the poor children for whose 
benefit the Industrial Schools Act was 
[FountH SeriEs. | 
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| really intended, children, namely, who, if 
;not taken out of their surroundings, 
| would grow up in vice, were now filled 
| by children who suffered from destitution, 
_and destitution only. The proper objects 
of the Industrial Schools Acts were 
therefore kept out of the schools by the 
latter class. That was the whole case. 
The system was carried on in a manner 
that was entirely illegal, and the circular 
was one of many which was issued with 
the object of preventing these illegalities. 
The hon. Gentleman says the system 
went on for eighteen years ; that is abso- 
lutely contrary to the fact, and in proof 
of that I would refer to the Report of the 
Commission which was appointed in 1882, 
of which the O’Conor Don was a mem- 
ber. The Report states that it is certain 
that the Industrial Schools Act is re- 
garded as an institution for poor and 
destitute children rather than for the 
children of the criminal classes. A 
number of children, according to the 
Report, were sent to these schools who did 
not come within the purview of the Act, 
and were sent there mainly on the ground 
of destitution; and there could be no 
doubt that there were many children 
who were sent to industrial schools in 
Ireland who would not be sent in Eng- 
land, with the result that it was 
apprehended that many children who 
were preper subjects for these schools 
were left in the streets. That is the 
system which the hon. Gentleman says 
has given satisfaction in Ireland for 
eighteen years, and he actually suggests 
to me that I should have the law 
changed to correspond with the prac- 
tice instead of having the practice changed 
to correspond with the law. It comes 
to this, that the industrial schools of Ire- 
land should be used for the relief 
of destitution, and that the general tax- 
payer should be called upon to pay. 
That principle is not adopted either in 
England or in Scotland. Let me say a 
word with regard to the circular. The 
hon. Gentleman says that the grant-in-aid 
of the industrial schools in Ireland has 
been reduced. That is not the fact, 
because the grant was £100,000 last 
year, and it will be the same this year. 
It is true the attendance has 
reduced by the circular, and it would be 
very strange if it had not, because a great 
number of the children who ought never 
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to have been admitted have been cut off. 
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The result will, I hope, be a correspond- 
ing increase in the number of committals 
of children of the class for whom the 
industrial schools are intended. I will 
give the Committeethe figures. Before the 
circular was issued the number of children 
committed for begging attending these 
schools in 1897 was 924: in 1898 it was 
reduced to 676, and in 1899 te 232. Of 
children admitted for causes other than 
begging, who were properly sent to the 
industrial schools, the number in 1897 
was 486, in 1898 562, and in 1899 723. 
In the face of these figures I think I 
am justified in concluding that the 
object of the circular has been achieved, 
and that these illegalities will no longer 
take place, and that there will be a 
considerable increase in the commitals of 
the children tor whom the Act is intended. 


Supply —Civil 


Sirk. THOMAS ESMONDE: The 
figures quoted by the right hon. Gentle- 
man hardly bear out the statements in the 
letters which have been received from the 
managers of industrial schools in Ireland. 
I do not how the right hon. 
Gentleman has arrived at his figures, but 
those responsible for the administration 
of the industrial schools system in Ireland 


know 


very considerable falling off. It is per- 
fectly impossible to discuss this question 
at this hour of the morning, aud under 
such oppressive atmospheric conditions. 
We have in connection with this matter 
an instance of the magnificent manner in 
which Irish affairs are administered. We 
have only got two days for Irish Supply, 
and wearesupposed to be satisfied, although 
there aremany matters of importance which 
have not been discussed at all. I wish to 
ask the Chief Secretary one question. I 
was a member of a deputation which 
waited on the right hon. Gentleman on 
this question, and he informed us that he 
would make an inquiry as to whether any 
injury had been inflicted on the industrial 
schools by the operation of this circular, 
and that if any injury were inflicted he 


would see whether it could not be 
remedied. It would be very interesting 


if he would inform us what was the result 
of that inquiry. The Chief Secretary 
stands on the strict letter of the law, and 
I assume he has taken legal advice on the 


Mr. G. W. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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matter, but here is the opinion of an 
eminent lezal authority. He says— 
**The Lord Lieutenant has no authority to 
review the decisions of the justices. [ attach 
no weight to the threat that steps will be taken 
for the discharge of children sent to the schools 
by order of the justices. In my opinion the 
llth Section should be interpreted in a large 
and liberal spirit, and this becomes little short 
of legal obligation, having regard to the inter- 
pretation put upon the Act and acted on for 
thirty years. On the faith of this interpreta- 
tion of the statute, and its judivial exposition 
by the justices during this long period, schools 
have been erected at great expense, and 
mortgage debt incurred, bestowing many 
blessings on the destitute poor. That all this 
should be now altered by an executive ciren- 
lar seems to me an injustice and intolerable 
wrong. The true and large interpretation of 
the statute is largely supported by the 20th 
section, which provides for the managers of 
schools permitting a child to lodge at the 
dwelling house of his parent. This is certainly 
not confined to children committed under 
the 14th section, or to a child whose parent 
is in prison. It indicates an intention to 
include a large class who have no visible 
means of subsistence, 7.e., the destitute poor. 
in my opinion it does include them. The 
Irish Act purports to extend the English 
Industrial Schools Act, 1866, to Ireland, from 
which the llth section is taken. By the 
Engiish Act and by another section ‘refrae- 
tory’ children are included. I recommend 
that in every case the absence of visible 


means should be proved.” 


_ The right hon. Gentleman referred to the 
declare that the numbers have shown a | 


Report of the Commission which sat in 
1882 in justification of his action in issu- 
ing the circular, but the circular was not 
issued until sixteen years afterwards, and 
it is strange that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should have to go back such a 
number of years to justify his action. 
The circular was a most unfortunate one. 
The Act was doing great good in Ireland, 
and I am very glad the matter has been 
raised. 


Dr. COMMINS (Cork, S.E.): One 
thing strikes me as very curious in regard 
to this circular. The interpretation of 
the law belongs to the Bench, not to the 
Executive, but this is a matter in which 
the Executive Government is overriding 
judgments of the Bench which have been 
accepted for sixteen years. You would 
not find a parallel for that in England. 
Even supposing the magistrates were in 
error, it wasa mistake which hurt nobody. 
Such action as that taken by the Chief 
Secretary in Ireland would not be possible 
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in England. Would it be tolerated for 
one moment in England? Not at all. 
Why was not one of these magisterial 
decisions taken into the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, instead of an interpretation of the 
Act being given by the issue of an 
Executive Minute? By the course pur- 
sued we have had the judicial and execu- 
tive functions confounded. 


*Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I wish to 
make reference to a case that has occurred 
in my constituency, the circumstances of 
which must appeal to the sympathy of 
the Committee. The Chief Secretary had 
mentioned that the Act was designed 


for the saving of children, who, if 
not rescued from their — surround- 
ing, would grow up in vice, but 


[failed to see from the observations he 
dropped that there was any intention on 
his part to carry out that object. In the 
autumn of 1899 a family in Abbeyfeale, 
in the county of Limerick, were deprived 
of the breadwinner. That family con- 
sisted of six children and the mother, 
who was delicate, and had no means of 
supporting them. In the ordinary course 
of events the mother went to the parish 
priest, and he took the necessary steps to 
obtain the admission of the children into 
the Limerick Industrial Schools. ‘here 
was no objection at first, but Dublin 
Castle suddenly sent down an order to 
have the children removed from the 
indusvrial school, and sent back to Abbey- 
feale, where all they could do was to 
wander about the streets. That order 
roused a great deal of indignation in the 
public mind, and the magistrates, with 
the concurrence of the resident magis- 
trate, sent an order for the recommittal 
of the children to the Limerick Industrial 
Schools; but another order 
down from Dublin Castle ordering their 
discharge. The parish priest wrote to 
the right hon. Gentleman, but with no 
effect. I cannot see for a moment where 
the operation of this Act as now admini- 
stered is to be of any benefit. Here was 
afamily with no provision for their sup- 
port, who were decently brought up, and 
whose father had been a mechanic. The 
application for their admission to the 
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industrial school had been fully considered 
by the magistrates and the resident magis- 
trate, and about which no objection had 
been taken by the inhabitants of the 
town, who were fully cognisant of the 
whole circumstances of the case. But 
they were sent out into the streets by a 
telegram from Dvblin Castle. I hope 
that the right hon. Gentleman, after all the 
remonstrances that have been made by 
magistrates and others, will take some 
steps to allow these poor children to be 
sent back to the Limerick Industrial 
Schools instead of to the workhouse. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope this 
debate will now be brought to a close 
and the Vote taken. I was not unwilling 
that the discussion should be initiated, 
but it has now proceeded for an hour. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: If it were 
arlier in the evening, the subject is one 
of such great interest in Ireland that it 
ought to be discussed more fully. I 
recognise, however, that under the cir- 
cumstances the discussion is now of little 
or no value, and I do not see any object 
in prolonging it. 


Mr. DILLON: In order to obtain a 
division, | beg formally to move that the 
Vote be reduced by £10. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £54,757, be 
granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. 


Dillon.) 


Mr. FLAVIN asked if the Chief Secre- 
tary had anything to say in regard to the 
Abbeyfeale case. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said he had 
taken the advice of the Law Officers on the 
case, and had been told that it would be 
illegal to send the children to an industrial 
school. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 50; 
Noes, 75. (Division List No. 229.) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.} 

Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, Jolin Joseph 

C ommins, Andrew 

Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Anson, Sir Willian: Reynell 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | 


Adjournment of 





| Molloy, 
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Flynn, James C ‘hristopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gibney, James 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hay ne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
| Healy, Maurice (Cork) 


| Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth | 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb’land 
Macealeese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M.A. 


| M‘Dermott, Patriek 


M‘Ghee, Richard 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Bernard Charles 
Murnaghan, Georve 


NOES. 


Galloway, Win. Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 


salfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm.) | 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Laneaster) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
Committee to sit again upon 


day next ; 


Monday next. 





| Keswick, 
Lawrence, SirE Durning- (Corn | 


Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt Hon. R. Wim. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
William 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 


| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie eo 

| Macartney, W. G. E llison 
Macdona, John C umming 


Maclure, Sir John W illiam 


| Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. | 
| Middlemore, J. 


Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 


| More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
| Morgan,Hon. F. (Monmthsl. ) 


Speaker 


(Q.C.) 


the House. 784 


O’Brien, ——— (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.' 
O’Connor, TP. (Liv erpool) 
O'Kelly, James 

O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shee, James John 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES~ 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Murray, Rt Hn AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt Hn HoraceCurzon 
Purvis, Robert 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChas Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Rt. HnCol. Edw..J. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tuke, Sir John ee, 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.(Kent) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Wilson, John (F: iIkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Y erburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 16th day of this instant July, Mr. 
adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Two 
of the clock, till Monday nesxt- 
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¢ following 
: with, and the Bills allowed to proceed :— 


Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 23rd July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- 
ficates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have been complied 
with :— 

Post Office Sites. 

Edinburgh (Housing of Working Class) 
Improvement Scheme Provisional 
Order. 

Also the Certificate that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bill :— 

Paisley Waterworks Provisional Order. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing Orders 


not complied with in respect of the 
3ills ought to be dispensed 


London, Walthamstow, and Epping 
Forest Railway (Abandonment). 
North Metropolitan 
Supply. 


Electric Power 
Read, and agreed to. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 


iy: with Amendments. 


WEST BROMWICH CORPORATION 


BLLL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


CHARING CROSS AND STRAND ELEC- | 


TRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 
CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVE- 
MENTS BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


SCARBOROUGH 


{23 Juty 1900} 


read 2¢; 
accordingly. 


CORPORATION BILL. | 
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LANCASTER CORPORATION BILL. 
The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill 


| reported, with Amendments. 


DURHAM (COUNTY OF) ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 


LANCASHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Committed. The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN of COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition to 
the Order was withdrawn. The orders 
made on Monday and Thursday last 
discharged, and Bill committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse. 


ALEXANDRA PARK BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN of COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn. ‘The orders 
made on Thursday last discharged, and 
Bill committed. 


TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL ORDERS 


(No. 5) BILL. 
(Weston-super-Mare Order). 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY BILL. 
The Order made on Thursday last ap- 


pointing certain Lords the Select Com- 
mittee to consider the Bills, discharged. 


SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 


DISTRIBUTION BILL. 
Moved, That the Order made on the 


i2th day of March last, “That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tues- 
day, the 26th day of June next,” be dis- 
pensed with, and that the Bill be now 


2"; agreed to; and Bill read 2¢ 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL 
LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 
ABERDEEN CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

Read 34, with the Amendments, and 


passed, and returned to the Commons. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 3¢, with the Amendments ; further 


The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill, Amendments made ; Bill passed, and re- 


reported, with Amendments. 
VOL. LXXXVI. [Fourtu Ssrtzs. } 


turned to the Commons. 
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LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND EP-| drawn ; read, and ordered to: lie on the 
uenT) BLL RAILWAY (AMEND- | Table - "The orders made on the 12th in- 


Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; 


and referred to the Examiners. 


HAMMOND (G. H.) COMPANY BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
LONDON AND SAN FRANCISCO BANK 
BILL [H.L.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 
AND COUNTY DOWN RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


BELFAST 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
JARROW AND HEBBURN_ ELEC- 


TRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL 
(H.L. ]. 
MERSEY RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


RAWMARSH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [H.1. }. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 

to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET 
BILL [H.L.}. 


AND HARBOUR BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


MARGATE PIER 


NEWRY, KEADY, 


RAILWAY BILL. 
Report from the Select Committee, 


with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: The orders made on the 13th in- 
stant and Monday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE AND 
DEVONPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, 
opposition 


the 


thereto having been with- 





TRAMWAYS | 


AND TYNAN LIGHT to the House to form the Select Com- 
_ mittee for 
- . | Bills, viz.— 
That the Committee had not procceded | 


stant and Monday last discharged ; 
Bill committed for Thursday next. 


and 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
(Dorchester Order.) 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL, 
ORDERS (No. 14) BLLL. 
(Torquay Crder.) 
TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT 

COUNCIL BILL. 
AND ENNISKERRY 

BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec: 
tion, That the Earl Waldegrave and the 
Earl of Carnwath be proposed to the 
House as members of the Select Commit- 
tee on the said Bills in the place of the 
_ Earl Carrington and the Lord Heneage ; 
read, and agreed to. 


BRAY RAILWAY 


LONDON (ST. LUKE) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


| LONDON (SOUTHW. ARK) PROVISIONAL. 
ORDER BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed. 


TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL 


(No. 5) BILL. 
(WESTON-SUPER-MARE ORDER.) 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY BILL. 


DURHAM (COUNTY OF) ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 


LANCASHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be proposed 


the consideration of the said 


— 


2. Carnwath, 
’, Frankfort de Montmorency, 
L. Wolverton, 
. Aberdare, 
. Brassey (chairman). 

Rigen to; and the said Lords ap 
"pointed accordingly. |The Committee to 
‘meet to-morrow at Eleven o’clock ; and 
‘all petitions referred to the Committee, 
'with leave to the petitioners praying to 
be heard by counsel against the Bills to 
be heard as desired, as also counsel for 


| the Bills. 


= 


ell 
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789 Shannon Water and 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
12th day of March last, ‘ That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tuesday, 
the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with.—(Lord Lurgan.) 


On Question, motion agreed to. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a 
second time.—(Lord Lurgan.) 


*Tue Eart or MAYO: My Lords, 
before the motion that the Bill be read a 
second time is put, I should like to say a 
few words with regard to this Bill. When 
the Bill first came before the House of 
Commons the scheme was a fairly good 
one, but now it has been completely 
altered. Under the Bill the promoters 
are enabled to take water from the river 
Shannon by means of a canal to enable 
them to generate electricity and supply 
electrical energy withina circuit of thirty 
miles from the commencement of the 
works. But before they can abstract any 
water from the river they have to makea 
weir, the exact situation of which is not 
decided upon, and cannot be until fresh 
plans are deposited. They cannot take 
property to make a weir until they 
have been to Parliament again, and they 
cannot take a drop of water until this 
weir has been constructed. If the Bill 
passes the company can, under the provi- 
sions of Clause 24, proceed, as soon as 
they have £10,000 capital subscribed, 
and £2,000 of that sum paid up, to put in 
force the compulsory powers of the Bill 
by taking land. Thus, although they may 
never receive Parliamentary sanction to 
their future scheme, and consequently 
never take water, they can proceed at 
once to insure land with only £2,009 
capital in hand. In the present session 
there are several Bills promoted with 
the view of authorising the erection 
of generating stations and the supply 
of electricity in bulk, but in these 
Bills the promoters are coming into exten- 
sive districts or areas of supply, where 
local authorities and companies are already 
established for supplying electricity, or 
where there are fields of industry already 
on foot which would provide customers 
for taking a supply. In this Bill, how- 


ever, the area of supply is restricted to a 
small piece of land in a country parish 
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adjacent to the Shannon, where no 
industries exist, and the same area 
of land which is provided as_ the 
area for supplying power is provided 
for their generating stations. It is 
true that by Clause 10 the promoters 
take power to supply by agreement 
electricity in bulk to any local authority, 
company, or person, whose districts, under- 
takings, factories, mills, or industries are 
situate within a circuit of thirty miles 
from the commencement of Work No. 1, 
but there are no powers in the Bill for 
carrying mains through intervening dis- 
tricts to reach such authorities, companies, 
or persons, and the provision is therefore 
unworkable. Moreover, no proper pro- 
visionis made for compensating the riparian 
owners for loss of water. The fishing 
industries of the Shannon are one 
of the great features of Ireland, and pro- 
duce a rental of some _ considerable 
value. If the powers are granted which 
are asked for by this Bill the loss will be 
considerable to those employed in these 
industries, to private owners, and to the 
community generally. Further, in addi- 
tion to the interference with existing 
industries connected with the fisheries 
there will be a serious interference with 
the navigation of the river Shannon. I 
trust your Lordships will not agree to the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


Lorp LURGAN: My Lords, I do not 
intend to detain your Lordships long on 
this Bill, and had it not been for the very 
unusual course of procedure adopted by 
the noble Earl, that of asking your Lord- 
ships to reject the Bill on Second Reading, 
I should have had very little to say. I 
shall, however, endeavour to convince 
your Lordships that the proper course in 
connection with this Bill is that it shall 
be referred to a Committee. The object 
of the Bill is to utilise the redundant 
waters of the RiverShannon for the genera- 
tion of electric current or energy for the 
use of undertakings, factories, mills, 
electric tramways, lighting, and other 
industries situated within the City of 
Limerick and the district which surrounds 
it. The River Shannon, as is well known, 
is the largest river in the United King- 
dom, having a drainage area of some 
4,500 square miles, and discharging for 
the greater portion of the year a great 
volume of water, which for centuries has 
been running to waste. The works are ex- 
tremely simple, and present no engineer- 
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ing difficulty. The great power station, 
where some 8,000 horse-power will be 
developed, will be situated at Clonlara, 


distant ouly about four and a half miles | 


from the City of Limerick, which con. 
tains a population of some 36,000 people- 


Limerick is a seaport possessing great | 


natural advantages for trade and com- 
merce, being situate fifty miles inland 
on the finest navigable river in the 


United Kingdom, having deep-water docks, , 


extensive quays, and several systems 
of railway converging upon them from 
all parts of the country, as well as water 
carriage by means of the Grand Canal to 
Dublin. The noble Lord said there were 
no large industries which would use the 
electrical power. I differ from him. 
The largest bacon factories in Ireland are 
here, as well as the biggest condensed 
milk factory in the United Kingdom, and 
the largest flour mills operating in any 
city in Ireland. There are saw mills, 
tanneries, and numerous other indus- 
tries, all of which require the use of 
steam power. Limerick, however, being 
on the West Coast of Ireland, suffers 
greatly from the fact that it has to pay a 
very high price for imported coal. Thus, 
the existing industries are greatly handi- 
‘apped, while the starting of new factories 
cannot be contemplated in view of the 
serious difficulties arising from the high 
cost of producing power. Itis to remedy 


this state of things that the present 
undertaking has been brought before 


Parliament. Ireland possesses little or 
no coal, but has a considerable amount of 
water power, which, if properly utilised as 
in other countries, may largely tend 
to the development of its  indus- 
tries and the employment of its people. 
Both Italy and Switzerland are countries 
possessing no coal, but, like Lreland, they 
have the great advantage of possessing 
the cheapest form of power — namely, 
water power. By the fostering care of 
the Government and the energy of the 
people, these two countries have overcome 
the difficulties arising from the want of 
coal, and are now rapidly becoming large 
manufacturing centres. It is needless to 
refer to the vast developments which have 
taken place in America and Canada, 
where water power is used so fully for 
electrical development applicable to all 
manufacturing uses. The idea of utilising 
the waste water power of the Shannon 
dates back to the time when Sir Robert 
Kane pointed out the great advantage 


Lord Lurgan. 


{LORDS} 





Electric Power Bill. 792 
that would occur to the whole country 
from an industrial point of view, if the 
| water power of this great river was pro- 
| perly employed. The case before Parlia- 
iment is very different from that where 
| water 
| 


is abstracted from the river 
and carried away never to be 


/returned again to its original source, 
Here a portion only—after the fullest 
allowance has been made for maintaining 
a great river twice the size of the 
Thames at Teddington, always flowing 
down the natural course before any water 
is abstracted—is utilised for driving the 
turbines, a supplemental steam plant 
being provided to meet the possible 
emergency of a dry summer. The Bil 
provides that under no circumstances shall 
any water be abstracted from the river 
unless and until 90,000 eunbic feet a 
minute, equal to 800,000,000 gallons a 
day, is passing down the river between 
the inlet and outlet of the proposed 
works leading to and from the turbines, 
At the outlet the whole water is again 
returned, so that from this point to the 
sea the river remains absolutely as it was 
before ; and here it is that the valuable 


fisheries of the Shannon exist. The 
whole value of the Shannon Fisheries 
is given as £40,000 a year, but 
the value of the portion of the 
river between the inlet and the 


outlet for which the 90,000 eubic feet a 
minute is provided is only given by the 
opponents of the Bill as £2,500 a year. 
The strongest evidence has been given 
that with the large flow provided under 
the clauses of the Board of Works and 
the Fishery Board no injury will be sus- 
tained, but the Bill provides the usual 
clauses for safeguarding the interests of 
any persons proved to be injuriously 
affected ; and if the Bill is sent to the 
Committee in the usual way every oppor- 
tunity will be afforded to those repre- 
/sented in the solitary petition that 
remains against the preamble to prove 
‘their case. When the Bill was first in- 
troduced some six petitions were lodged 
against it. The most important of these 
| was the petition of the Public Board of 
Works in Ireland, who, under Act. of 
Parliament, are the custodians of the 
niver Shannon throughout its entire 
course from Lough Allen to the sea, a dis- 
tance of some 150 miles, their especial 
duty being the maintenance of the navi- 
gation and the regulations of the floods 
tor drainage purposes. Allied with them 
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to a large extent were the inspectors of 
Irish fisheries, also constituted by Act of 
Parliament and now incorporated into the 
Irish Agricultural Board, presided over by 
the Chief Secretary and the Right Hon. 
Horace Plunkett. 
ment bodies having the charge of the 
navigation and the fisheries considered 
with the greatest care the project now 
before Parliament as affecting the ques- 
tions of navigation and fisheries, and, 
after several months of negotiation, 
causes of a very stringent character were 
put forward in the joint interests of the 
two bodies, accepted by the promoters, 
and embodied in the Bill. By these 
clauses it is provided that no water shall 
be taken from the river until the 90,000 
cubic feet, before referred to, passes over 
the weir situated below the proposed 
intake of the canal, and, further, 
that the Board of Works shall have 
the right to shut down the sluices on 
the promoter’s canal the moment a less 
quantity than 90,000 cubic feet a minute 
is passing down the river. Numerous 
other clauses have been embodied giving 
power to the Board of Works and the 
Fishery Board to control the regulating 
weir and sluices, to provide such openings 
for salmon, eels, and other fish as they 
may deem requisite, and to oblige the 
promoters to put up such screens at the 
inlet and outlet as may be thought desir- 
able. Thus in every manner the fullest 
precautions have been taken by the two 
public Departments to safeguard the 
public interests. Of the other petitions, 
that of next importance was the petition 
of the Corporation of Limerick for the 
protection of their waterworks, but here, 
again, after the most careful investigation 
and a report made to the corporation by 
avery experienced waterworks engineer, 
that body came to the conclusion that it 
was in the best interests of the city that 
the project should be carried out. They 
have, in fact, settled clauses and sealed a 
petition in favour of the Bill, and will 
appear before the Committee of your 
Lordships’ House to support it in 
every way in their power. In like 
manner the Harbour Board of Limerick 
have sealed a petition in favour, and by 
glancing at the statement made by the 
promoters it will be observed that twenty- 
three bodies, including the county councils | 
of Limerick, Clare, and Tipperary, all the 
district councils in the proposed area of 
supply, the boards of guardians and 
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numerous other bodies have sealed peti- 
tions or passed resolutions, in almost 
every case unanimously urging upon 
Parliament the desirability of passing the 
Bill. It is significant that the Commis- 
sioners of Public Works have absolutely 
petitioned your Lordships’ House against 
alterations, and paragraph 3 of that peti- 
tion recites that— 

‘** During the passage of the Bill through the 
House of Commons, clauses were introduced 
for the protection of the pesitioners, and your 
petitioners are content with the Bill as the 
same is now settled.” 


They beg that no alteration should be 
made, and that the Bill should pass into 
law as it now stands, showing that they, 
as representing not only themselves, 
but as acting in concert with the Fishery 
Board, are fully satisfied that the pro- 
moters have agreed to every reasonable 
condition. It would, therefore, seem in 
the public interest that the unnsual course 
adopted by the opponents to destroy the 
Bill on the Second Reading, after it has 
passed every stage in the House of 
Commons, should be resisted by your 
Lordships’ House, and that no narrow 
view or petty interest should be allowed 
to stand in the way of a project which 
must confer lasting benefits on the whole 
community. 


*Lorp MASSY: My Lords, as one of 
the riparian owners and an owner of 
Shannon fisheries [ have great pleasure in 
supporting my noble friend’s motion to 
reject the Bill. If this Bill becomes law 
a large portion of a very important 
spawning bed between Limerick and 
Castle Connell will be left high and dry at 
the most critical time of the year—namely, 
from 1st November to Ist February, 
when the fish are spawning. The other 
portion of the spawning bed will bave so 
little water flowing over it that it will be 
perfectly impossible for heavy salmon to 
spawa. Not only rod fishing, but the 
fisheries in general all along the Shannon, 
will be interfered with by this Bill. 
The noble Lord said the water will 
be all returned. True, but between 
the inlet and the outlet there 
are several miles of river that will 
be left practically dry. The noble 
Lord said the promoters proposed to 
place their generating station at Clon- 
lara, and to transmit electricity from 
there to the principal works in Limerick ; 
but, as a matter of fact, not a single one 
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of those mercantile works has applied for CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 


electrical energy, knowing perfectly well 
that they can work their machinery, as 
they do now, by steam at a much less 
cost for power than would be the case if 
they used electricity. The noble Lord 
said the Fishery Board has supported 
this Bill. They may have done so, but 
they have withheld their Report, which 
looks very much as if the Reports of the 
Fishery Inspectors were dead against it. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morey): My Lords, I think 
the House, after having heard the speeches 
that have been delivered, will have come 
to the conclusion, without a shadow of a 
doubt, that this Bill ought not to be 
stopped at the Second Reading. The 
Bill is one for a very large commercial 
enterprise. It has passed through the 
House of Commons, it was fought in 
Committee there, and it is extremely 
unusual, I may say quite unparalleled, 
that it should be thrown out on Second 
Reading. Iam surprised that the noble 
Earl should have adopted the unusual 
course of asking the House to reject it at 
this stage. I do not think it is necessary 
for me to say anything more, but I hope 
your Lordships will give the Bill a 
Second Reading and allow it to go to 
Committee. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 24 
accordingly, and committed ; the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 

RETURNS, REPORTS,: ETC. 
UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889. 

General Report of the Commissioners 
under the Universities (Scotland) Act, 
1889; with an appendix containing ordi- 
nances, minutes, correspondence, evidence, 
and other documents. 

INDIA FAMINE. 

Advances and gifts to agriculturists for 
seed, cattle, and subsistence at the end of 
the famine. 

RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 

Return by the railway companies of the 
United Kingdom for the six months 
ending the 31st December, 1899. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 

Lord Massy. 


PRESENTATION OF VAPERS, 

THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I desire to ask the noble Marquess 
the Prime Minister a question of which I 
have given him private notice—namely, 
whether it is his intention to lay upon the 
Table of the House any Papers relating to 
Chinese affairs, and, if so, whether they 
are likely to be presented soon. 


THE PRIME MINISTER = ayp 
SECRETARY of STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SaLispury): 
In reply to the noble Earl, I have to say 
that the Papers in regard to Chinese 
affairs are in an advanced state of pre- 
paration, but that, as they involve com- 
munications with other European Powers, 
a certain amount of reference is necessary 
before they can be laid upon the Table of 
the House. I hope, however, the delay 
will not be very long, and that they will 
be laid on the Table in a few days, 


EDUCATION 
[SECOND READING. 


Moved, “ That the Bili be now read a 
second time.”— (The Duke of Devonshire.) 


BILL [H.L.}. 


*Lorp NORTON: My Lords, I should 
like to call your Lordships’ attention to a 
feature in this Bill, and one that has 
appeared in every proposition which has 
lately been made for the purpose of 
secondary education, which seems to me 
of the gravest importance and fraught 
with mischief to this country. I hope we 
are not entering now upon a course of 
free secondary education for all classes in 
the country. The Bill, if extended and 
developed, as I have no doubt it will be 
next session, seems to me to be a most 
satisfactory mode of dealing with this 


important subject, but it must be 
borne in, mind that the Bill cannot 
be all one would wish, because it 


has to deal with a subject which is 
already very much complicated. It has 
not a free field. The field is already 
largely occupied and is being more occu- 
pied every year, so that the Bill cannot 


| propose the best scheme in the abstract, 


but the scheme which will least conflict 
with what is going on already. It cannot 


organise, as it pretends to do, a system of 


| local authorities for secondary education 


throughout the country, but has to ¢co- 


| organise with what is largely existing at 
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present with as little conflict as possible. | 
It will be observed that there is no} 
attempt in this Bill to draw any line of 
demarcation between secondary and ele- 
mentary education, The whole is handed | 
over to the central authority, which we 
constituted last year, with a principal 
secretary at the head and two principal | 
assistant secretaries under him, who are 
stated to be for two branches—one for | 
elementary education and the other for 
secondary education. But there is no 
attempt whatever made in the Bill to 
draw the distinction between the one and 
the other. The nearest thing to a defini- 
tion is in the title of the Bill which 
calls everything secondary that is not | 
elementary, but that does not give a very 
distinct idea of what the intention of the 
Bill is. The Bill proposes to hand over 
all public money hitherto devoted to 
secondary education to county councils 
and other local authorities. What is 
known as the “ beer-money,” amounting | 
to nearly a million a year, and the local 
rate for technical instruction are handed 
over, and a public seizure of private 
endowments. But it is not proposed to | 
ask the rich manufacturers and the trades- 
men, who will make use of this Bill for 
the education of their sons for lucrative 
employments, for one penny by way of 
fees. I do not think it is right or safe 
that we should undertake in this country , 
to give rich manufacturers and well-to-do 
tradesmen the apprenticeship of their sons | 
to remunerative employments at the, 
public expense, for that is what the Bill 
amounts to. The pros and cons of free 
secondary education were amply discussed 
in the Report of the Royal Commission, 
who rightly came to a conclusion against 
it. Though there is no line drawn 
between elementary and secondary educa- 
tion, yet we must all understand what 
elementary and secondary education | 
broadly mean as distinguished one from | 
the other. Secondary education is in the 
nature of higher scientific instruction, 
and, in fact, when you consider the class 
to whom it applies, it is practically | 
an apprenticeship to industrial and skilled 
employments. Technical instruction is | 
included in secondary education generally, 
and I observed that, when the noble | 
Duke said that, there was a murmur | 
of approval, showing that the House | 
approved of the merging of technical | 
instruction into secondary education gene- | 


rally. But if secondary education is | 
| 
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a higher class of instruction for a 
higher class of society, who are per- 
fectly capable of paying for their own 


' sons’ education, I maintain that it is a 


matter for serious consideration whether 
the State should undertake it for them, 
and relieve them of their primary and 
most important natural responsibility. 


‘I think that we have gone too far 


already in the way of gratuitous educa- 
tion, in the elementary schools of this 
country. I attribute the lax attendance 
in elementary schools, complained of in all 
the recent reports of inspectors, to the 
depreciation in the estimate of parents 
of that education of their children which 
is forced upon them as a public gift. A 
thing that is offered for nothing is sup- 
posed to be worth nothing. If we extend 
gratuitous education where there is no 
excuse of poverty at all we shall strike a 
blow at the spirit of independence and 
self administration in the people. It is a 
minor consideration that taxpayers who 


‘have no use of the schools will resent 


having to pay for those who have. 
For secondary education which is 


of a higher kind, the whole expense in 
the schools so provided should be covered 
by the fees of the well-to-do parents who 
take advantage of them. I am for an un- 


limited number of free scholarships 
‘for the poorer classes where there 
is any case of exceptional aptitude 


shown for higher scientific education ; 
but I would make wealthy parents 
defray the cost of the education of their 
children. The idea of the dotrinaires 
who are pushing us on in this ideal 
scheme is, a free State education which 
should include Eton and Harrow up to 
the Universities—they are really trying 
to force upon this country a Prussian 
State system of education for all classes. 
They are always quoting foreign schools as 
inferior to ours, and advising us to 
imitate them, but I am quite certain 


_ England has not the slightest wish to do 


so. The feeling in this country I am 
sure is very much more in favour of the 
independent education of their children by 
capable parents. They have no wish to 
introduce the Prussian system here. I do 
not believe there is an Englishman who 
does not think an English youth is pre- 
ferable to a German student. I fear that 
the present private enterprise and muni- 
cipal ambition in promoting secondary 
education will be stopped if such educa- 
tion is to be paid for by public money 
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for all classes; and when the Bill is | than even that the Board shall be placed 


brought up next year I will move that 
the cost shall be generally met by fees, and 
public money which is devoted to secon- 
dary education shall be spent in providing 
free scholarships for the poorer classes. 
To define poorer classes may be somewhat 


difficult, but it is done by their limit of 
income, or by their belonging to the 


wage-earning Classes. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I was 
very glad to give way to my noble friend 
Lord Norton when he rose to speak on 
this subject, for he has a much longer ex- 
perience than I have of these matters, and 
his opinion ought to be heard with atten- 
tion by your Lordships. I shall not 
follow my noble friend through the argu- 
ments he has used. I, for one, am not 
likely to approve of any system which is 
to introduce what he calls the Prussian 
system into this country. I value ex- 
tremely the peculiar, perhaps, but inde- 
pendent education given in this country, 
and I should be the last to approve of 

- trying to found a new system on the lines 
of those we see abroad. I shall not 
follow the noble Lord even on the 
subject of free education. I shall leave 
that to the noble Duke who will reply, 
but I am at a loss to see the 
danger there is in this Bill on that sub- 
ject. Certainly, if the noble Lord urges 
his view against free primary education 
as well as this I should not agree with 
him. The discussion to-night must be 
somewhat academic, as the noble Duke 
has announced that he does not intend to 
carry the Bill beyond the Second Reading 
this year, but he challenges those of us in 
this House who are interested in the sub- 
ject to discuss the measure. I confess 
that I was somewhat surprised when my 
noble friend the noble Duke made his 
speech in introducing the Bill to find that 
three parts of that speech was confined to 
a description of the reorganisation of the 
Education Department, and only a small 
portion of it, in comparison, to a descrip- 
tion of the Bill itself. When I had 
the Bill in my hands, however, I 
was not surprised at the impor- 
tance which the noble Duke §at- 
tached to the reorganisation of the 
Education Department, for I will venture 
to say that very large, I think too large, 
powers have been given to the Education 
Board without Parliamentary restrictions, 
and therefore it is of more consequence 

Lovd Norton. 


That view is 


on such a footing that the country will re- 
pose confidence in it. I do not, myself, 
object to the proposals which the noble 
Duke has made for rearranging the system 
of dividing the work of the Education 
Department. I do not materially differ 
from that course, for I have always held 
that all parts of education should be 
bound together. They are co-ordinate one 
with the other—primary, secondary, and 
technical. Each must depend and have 
a direct influence on the other, and | 
therefore do not seriously object to the 
noble Duke’s change of attitude in haying 
only two principal assistant secretaries, 
one for primary education and the other 
for both secondary and technical educa- 
tion. But I am bound to say that, very 
properly, a good deal of notice outside 
Parliament has been taken of the manner 
in which the noble Duke has made these 
appointments. At the head of secondary 
and technical education the noble Duke 
has placed a very able man—Sir William 
Abney. I for one shall not say a word 
against Sir William Abney. I know him 
to be a man of first ciass ability, and I 
should say of liberal and broad views ; 
but he has been entirely, so far as educa- 
tion is concerned, connected wit science 
and art, and there is a fear outside that 
if he is placed at the head of the 
proposed double Department he may 
lay too much stress on science and art, 
and not deal as broadly and as liberally 
as Le ought with secondary education. 
somewhat strengthened 
when it is seen what has been done as 
regards the assistant secretaries There 
are two assistant secretaries already, and. 
two more have been added. The two- 
present assistant secretaries are old South 
Kensington men, entirely devoted to the 
Science and Art Department, and one of 
the new assistant secretaries, whom the 
noble Duke did not name the other day, 
is to be connected with the technological 
system. Therefore, three out of the four 
assistant secretaries are directly connected 
with technical education. The fourth 
assistant secretary, Mr. Bruce, a 
man of whom I speak with the 
highest possible admiration, is to deal 
with the secondary part of education. He 
possesses all the qualifications for dealing 
with the subject, and was Secretary to the 
Secondary Education Commission, which 


brought so many important facts to bear 


on this subject, and whose Report is of 
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such great value. There are many per- 
sons of influence interested in education 
who feel that Mr. Bruce ought to have 
heen a joint principal secretary with Sir 
William Abney, instead of being placed 
uder him. I wish for a moment to refer 
towhat the noble Duke said in moving 
the First Reading of this Bill,* 2nd which, 
think, may have been misunderstood in 
the country. The noble Duke—I am quot- 
ing from The Parliamentary Debates— 
suid— 

“We hope and intend that the idea of the 
future elueation branch of the oftice will be to 
mike science and art instruction a part of 
general education in addition to those clerical 
and liverar 'y studies which have hitherto formed 
its main portion. 

With that [ entirely agree ; 
President went on to say— 


but the Lord 


“In the schools and institutions directly 
assistel by the Board of Education the teach- 
ing of science and of art, with the addition, 
perhaps, of some commercial = ts, will 
probably remain the principal objec:.’ 

The noble Duke went on to refer to the 
older secondary schools, and said— 

“We hope that the scientific resources of the 

Board will be placed at their disposal if they 
desire, as many of them do desire, to develop 
the more modern sides of instruction and 
education. As I have said, it 
probably will be ‘the case that any interposi- 
tion of the Board in regard to see ondary edu- 
eation will be in the direction of endeavouring 
tosubstitute more modern for the older studies ; 
but it ought not to be difficult to find adminis- 
trators of sufficiently wide knowledge and 
experience to make the latter result’ im- 
possible.” 
Those sentences of the noble Duke seem 
to imply that the new development. is 
almost entirely to be in science and art, 
and he ends in this remarkable way, re- 
ferring to Mr. Bruce— 

“Under him (Sir William Abney) the assis 

tant secretary, who will be chiefly concerned 
_. the literary side of instruction, will be 
Mr. Bruce. 
With regard to that, I think the noble 
Duke has suffered some injustice, because 
in the report of his speech in the public 
press, which has been circulated through- 
out the country, a very important word 
is left out. In Lhe Times the noble Duke 
is reported to have said— 

“Under him the assistant secretary, who 
will be concerned with the literary side of 
instruction, will be Mr. Bruce.’ 

The i important word “ chiefly ” is omitted, 
and] think it is only fair to thenoble Duke 





*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. ixxxiv., page 1031. 
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tion of the word makes all the difference. 
I am afraid that the speech of the noble 
Duke in introducing the Bill will create 
the impression in the country that the 
new Educat.on Board will lean a great 
deal more to the old Science and Art 
modes of action than toa genuine and. 
sound system of secondary education, 
which is so much wanted. I hope the: 
noble Duke will be able to be more 
explicit than he was on that occasion as to. 
his views when he replies to the debate 
to-night. If he leaves the case as it now 
stands [ am afraid there will bea con- 
siderable chance of the Department losing 
the confidence of those interested in edu- 
cation. I now come to the Bill itself. I 
am afraid there will be some disappoint- 
ment in regard to it. The Bill is not as 
far-reaching as it might be, and [ am 
afraid it will not establish in the country 
the means of secondary education which 
are so much wanted. When I say that Lam 
not for a moment wishing that in every 
locality, quite irrespective of its  re- 
quirements, a new secondary — school 
should be erected ; but I think secondary 
education should be within the reach of 
every clever boy or girl in the country 
by means of scholarships or otherwise. 
What do we tind elsewhere? In other 
countries and in the colonies we find such 
a system in existence. You will find in 
almost every district in the colonies an 
admirable secondary school, established 
sometimes with free education, which my 
noble friend Lord Norton dislikes so very 
much, and sometimes with low fees. 
Not many years ago I had the pleasure 
of visiting a fine set of schools at Winni- 
peg, in Manitoba. I found there an 


admirable primary school, and there 
was in the same building a secondary 


school, admirably furnished and admirably 
equipped for giving secondary education 
to all within reach of that school. [ think 
the people of this country may really have 
a serious complaint to make of Parlia- 
ments and Governments if they put the 
young men and women of this country 
at a serious disadvantage as compared 
with those in the colonies. I at once 
admit that there are certain parts of the 
Bill to which I can give my hearty ap- 
proval, such as the provision which makes 
it compulsory on local authorities to use 
the whole of the “ whisky money,” or, as 
the noble Lord opposite called it, the 
‘beer money,” for education. I do not 
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know that that will reach very far, for 
I am happy to think there are very 
few districts in which the money 
is devoted to the relief of rates or 
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very difficult question, but at some time 


for any other purpose than education. | 


I welcome also the alteration in the rate. 
It is not altogether an increase of a penny 
in the £, as I think the noble Duke ex- 


plained, for in some places urban autho- | 


rities can raise a penny in the £, and in 
the same county the county authority 
may do the same; but in the arrange- 
ment proposed in this Bill the county 
authorities will have the whole distribu- 
tion and control of this twopence in the 
£. I think there will be considerable 
gain by doing away with the fiction which 
now exists in the definition of technical 
and secondary education in many places. 
The county authorities, believing that it 
is absolutely necessary that there should 
be asystem of sound secondary education 
before trying to engraft into it technical 
education, have strained that principle 
and there has been considerable fiction in 
what has been done with regard to this 
point. In my opinion the method by 
which the Bill proposes to raise the new 
authorities for secondary education is 
much too vague. A great deal too much 
is left to the Department without any 
control, or very little control, by Par- 
liament. In a matter of such great 
national importance, Parliament ought to 
lay down very precisely certain con- 
ditions on which these bodies are to be 
formed. The noble Duke has probably 
taken the machinery for this to some 
extent from the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act, but he has not followed 
the precedent of that Act very closely. 
In that Act there was a special joint 
Committee for proposing schemes created 
before the final authority was made. 


or not. 


I do not know that the difference is very | 


great, but the present Bill leaves it to the 


county council to form the scheme and | 


submit it to the Education Board. I 


think the other plan would be more pre- | 


ferable, and would local 
interest to bear. 


tain amount of elasticity must be intro- 


bring more 


I recognise that a cer- | 


duced for the formation of these schemes. | 
Speaking roughly, there are two bodies, | 


or two kinds of bodies that have to be 
considered. There are urban bodies and 
rural bodies. The urban bodies are in a 
very different position from the rural 
bodies, for they cover what are called the 
non-county towns. 


Earl Spencer. 


or other it will have to be faced. Possibly 
the noble Duke will say it will be faced 
by the schemes which will be submitted 
to the Department by the county councils, 
I for one should like very much to see 
certain elected bodies represented on these 
Committees for managing secondary edu- 
cation. There are a great many refer- 
ences in the Bill, and it is not quite clear 
whether certain matters are included in it 
I do not know whether when a 
council aids a school they are entitled to 
place on the management of that school 
representatives in proportion to the 
grant made. This is to my mind most 
essential. I think county councils ought 
in every case to have a majority on the 
Committees, and in the towns I should 
like to see the school boards represent 
the minority. It is essential, particularly 
in towns, that near connection should be 
maintained between primary and secondary 
education. There are difficulties, such as 
those to which the noble Duke alluded, 
as to higher grade schools which will 


be removed to a large extent by 
having representatives of the school 


boards who have to deal with these higher 
grade schools on the committees for 
managing secondary education. In rural 
districts, I know, this will be impossible, 
for there are not school boards all over 
the country. Ideeply regret this. I am 
not against Voluntary schools, and I do 
not wish to see them all turned into Board 
schools, but I do wish to see throughout 
the country school boards established 
through which the sums voted by Parlia- 
ment or the rates should pass. At present 
no such bodies exist in many rural dis- 
tricts ; and, therefore, it is impossible to 
lay down that the rural county councils 
should have representatives of — school 
boards on their committees. It seems, 
therefore, probable that with regard to 
these rural county councils some system 
of co-optation will have to be agreed to, 
but I should be opposed to Government 
nomination. Universities and colleges are 
named. That may be all very well in 
certain places where colleges or univer- 
sities are placed in the midst of counties, 
but there are many counties where this 
could not take place. I now come to 


‘certain other difficulties which I see m 


I know that raises a | 


the Bill. To those who have followed 
the education debates and discussions 
throughout the country it must be a 
matter of deep sorrow that such bitter 
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feuds should exist with regard to matters 


connected with the religious question in 
primary schools. I believe that the very 
fact of the existence of these feuds pre- 
vents the spread and the management in 
the best way of education throughout the 
country. Happily, up to this moment 
technical education has not had any diffi- 
culty of this sort. I wish I could think 
that this Bill would not introduce any 
difficulty in the future, but I confess 
that I fear that some clauses of the Bill 
may bring the religious feud into ques- 
tions connected with secondary education. 
The noble Duke may be able to explain 
the clauses better than they are under- 
stood elsewhere, but there are many 
people who believe—and there is reason 
for thinking they are right in their belief 
—that you will be able under this Bill, 
with hardly any restriction on the 
management, to what is called bolster up 
purely denominational schools by the 
large grants made to them for apparatus 
and various other matters. I must say I 
should deeply regret that, and I am quite 
certain there will be throughout the 
country very strong opposition to 
anything which might be regarded 
as indirect endowments to denomi- 
national secondary schools without 
any representative control. I should be 
content, and I know a great many of 
those with whom I have been spoken 
would be content, if the noble Duke 
introduced into the Bill some such restric- 
tions or conditions with regard to religious 
instruction, as are to be found in the 
Welsh Intermediate Education Act, and I 
hope that if the Bill comes before Parlia- 
ment again it will be modified in this 
respect. I come now to the question of 
private schools. No doubt there are a 
great many private schools in the country 
which give very good secondary educa- 
tion. I should be very sorry to see those 
schools deprived, under certain conditions, 
of the benefits which would arise under 
inspection, or to prevent clever boys 
from them winning scholarships under 
these schemes ; but I confess [have a strong 
opinion that private schools for secondary 
education should not directly receive aid 
under this Bill. I have admitted that there 
are very excellent private schools, but 
private schools depend on the skill of the 
man who is at the head of them. He is 
often a very clever man, and makes the 
school succeed and become a_ great 


financial success ; but, should death un- 
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fortunately remove him, would it be 
right to go on with his successor, who 
might be a perfectly incompetent person ? 
If you once get committed to aids toa 
particular school it is very difficult, on 
the first change of the headmaster, to give 
up making your grant. It is quite 
different in the case of public companies, 
who manage their schools on a broad 
and liberal basis. I should be quite 
ready to agree to exceptional treat- 
ment being allowed to some _ of 
these private schools which are under 
public companies not making a large 
profit. Unless something of this kind is 
done, I am afraid that there will be a race 
on the part of private schools to obtain 
grants under the Bill, and there will be a 
chance, in certain districts, at all events, 
of a great many incompetent schools, 
giving secondary education, receiving 
these grants. I therefore do not like the 
third section of Clause 3. There are 
certain omissions from the Bill, some of 
which are of considerable importance. I 
do not find a clause throwing upon the 
local authority the duty of satisfying 
public demands for secondary education 
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in their district. I have in vain 
searched for it. I have looked back 
at some of the other Acts which 


are to be read with this Bill; and I am 
afraid I do not see anything which will 
meet the difficulty. It seems to me abso- 
lutely necessary, if you are to provide 
sufficient secondary education for every 
child all over the country, that the duty 
should be thrown on the authority 
managing secondary education to provide 
such education as the demands of the dis- 
trict require. There is another omission. 
There is no clause in this Bill like the 
seventeenth clause of the Bill of 1896. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
The Bill of 1896 ? 


Eart SPENCER: I mean the Bill that 
did not pass. That clause is of great 
importance for this reason. Ever since 
this subject has been dealt with it has 


always been urged that the endowments 


which exist in different parts of the 
country should be used for the purpose 
for which they were originally intended 
—namely, secondary education. We all 
know that in many districts numbers of 
these grammar schools have fallen into a 
hopeless state of decrepitude. Their 
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funds are absolutely useless for the pur- 
pose of education, and the money is being 
wasted. I know, from my 
perience, that in some parts of the 


country old grammar schools have 
been revived and put under new 
schemes, with the result that they 


are doing exceedingly well. In Wales 
the power of approaching the body 
who have the granting of new schemes 





the Charity Commission—was placed in | 


the hands of the secondary education 
bodies, and I am told that in Wales, 
owing to their influence in the localities, 
those bodies have been in many instances 
successful in getting old grammar schools 
put on a better footing and in utilising 
their endowments for the public good. 
If that is so I consider this is a matter of 
very great importance, and I regret that 


the noble Duke has not included some | 


such provision in this Bill. Ou two points 
explanation is necessary to satisfy the fears 
of some highly intelligent persons outside 
Parliament, who are not, perhaps, so versed 
in dealing with Bills as members of your 
Lordships’ House, and who have read the 


clauses of the Bill as enabling the authori- ' 


ties under it to make grants to any other 
form of education. That expression 
appears at the end of the first section of 
Clause 1, and it appears again at the end 
of the first section of Clause 2. An idea 
has been created that this might place 
primary education under the control of 
lucal councils. I confess myself that I 
do not share that idea, because the clauses 
are governed by the title of the Bill, 
which declares the Act to be— 

*An Act to make better ‘provision for 
enabling county councils and other local 
authorities to aid forms of education not 
being elementary.” 

If it were intended that the Bill should go 
to Committee, I should move that these 
words be added to the first sub-section of 
Clauses 1 and 2 in order to make this 
point clear. The noble Duke will no 
doubt be able to say something which 
will explain how this matter stands, for 
the benefit of those who are exceedingly 
anxious about it outside Parliament. 
Another matter I press upon the noble 
Duke is that he should not hastily draw 
a line of demarcation between secondary 
and primary schools. I quite agree with 
the noble Duke that there is very con- 
siderable difficulty in so doing, and I re- 
joice to see that he is not, at all events, in 
a hurry to draw that line. 


Earl Spencer, 
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own ex- | 


I think it 





would be a very great loss to education 
if the line were so drawn as to take the 
higher grade schools away from the 
management of the school boards. I am 
aware thatithe noble Duke has issued an 
Order regulating what are to be the 
higher grade schools _ still remaining 
under the Board of Education, but 
I am afraid, from what I hear, that the 
Order will throw a good many schools 
into very great difficulty, cause great 
dissatisfaction, and stop their admirable 
educational work in many parts of the 
country. I believe that these higher 


‘grade schools have become almost a 


necessity in many places. I will quote 
the opinion of a gentleman who was very 
well known to the noble Duke and myself 
when we were bota at Cambridge—the 
late Chief Inspector of the Education 
Board, Mr. Sharpe. In his geueral Re- 
port for 1897 Mr. Sharpe said— 

“But ifa good system of secondary schools 
should in the distant future be established, | 
do not think that even then a hard-and-fast 
line can be drawn between primary and 
secondary schools, and there must be of neces- 
sity some overlapping of subjects ; it would be 
unjust to deprive the higher primary schools 
of the liberty of taking some part of the sub- 
jects which might be held to belong to 
secondary schools. Unless a system of County 
Council or other scholarships can be devised, 
which would remove all the more clever boys 
to a secondary school at an age that would 
leave three or four years of subsequent study, 
boys who have only two years longer of school 
life would be better left in the higher primary 
school, with whose methods and teachers they 
are familiar.” 

[ think these are very wise words, and I 
venture again to press on the noble Duke 
that he should not be in too great a hurry 
to draw this line of demarcation, though 
at some future day it will have to be 
drawn. Iam afraid I have detained your 
Lordships at considerable length, but my 
excuse must be the great importance of 
the subject. It is one in which the 
country takes the deepest possible 
interest. In my opinion this Bill is 
hardly adequate, and in some respects I 
am afraid it opens dangerous topics. If 
[ am mistaken in this I shall be glad, for 
I am certain that the sooner a sound, 
good system of secondary education in 
the country is established, the better. 
We talk a great deal of the absolute 
necessity, in these days of keen compe- 
tion in commerce with other nations, of 
giving a wide and good technical educa- 
tion, but I venture to say that we must 
include secondary with technical educa- 
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tion, for without a good grounding in 
secondary education it is vain and futile 
to impart technical instruction to pupils. 


*ToE Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF CAN- 
TERBURY: My Lords, I think it is 
quite true that the proposals in the first 
clause of the Bill are too vague, and that 
we ought to have a more distinct state- 
ment of the principle on which these 
educational committees are to be formed. 
It isa very marked thing, and I do not 
think it is a right thing, that for the first 
time in legislation of this sort, so far as I 
can remember, these schemes are not to 
be submitted to Parliament. Parliamen- 
tary control over them is altogether gone. 
Hitherto it has been the practice, when 
schemes are ma ie for endowed schools, 
for instance, that every such scheme 
should be submitted to Parliament and 
discussed either in this House or in the 
other House. I think it is rather a mis- 
fortune that Parliament is not called upon 
in the same way to deal with such 
schemes as are proposed under Clause 1 
of this Bill, because there can be no 
question at all that the discussions in 
Parliament have a great effect not only 
upon the scheme under discussion, but 
upon the general course of public opinion 
on these matters. As to the proposals 
with regard to religious education, the 
noble Earl seems to think that denomina- 
tional religious education is something 
bad in itself. 


Ear SPENCER: I do not think it is 
bad in its proper place, 


*THe Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF CAN- 
TERBURY: I think it is a mistake to 
say it should not come within secondary 
education. That is the place where, 
indeed, it is most wanted. The ex- 
perience of the working of schools since 
1870 has very distinctly brought before 
us this fact, that the undenominationai 
education given does not reach the 
religious instruction desired by religious 
people to be given. Those 
anxious that religious education should be 
given mean not only that the learners 
should be taught particular doctrines 
but that they should be _ trained 
to apply all religious doctrines to 
their ordinary life, and you do not get 
that training from any teacher who is 
not very much in earnest about the reli- 
gious instruction which he gives. There 
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are teachers, I have no doubt, who are 
very much in earnesé and who would do 
good work of that kind, although re- 
stricted from handling the religious in- 
struction which they give quite freely. [ 
have no doubt there are such teachers, 
but they do not abound. As a rule, if 
you leave a man free he will teach such 
religious education as he himself believes 
in, and he will teach it tolerably well in 
proportion to that belief; but you will 
not get a man who is very much in 
earnest in these matters to give a 
thorough - going religious education if 
you say to him he must leave 
out a large part of that which, in his own 
eyes, is of very great importance as an 
ingredient in all such education. Denomi- 
national education has this merit about it, 
that it always tends to carry with it, not 
merely religious knowledge, but religious 
training in a sense in which I do not 
believe that you would get it from 
teachers who are hampered by the unde- 
nominational system. I do not mean to 
say that I have any fault to find with the 
undenominational system if you can get 
teachers who are really able to give true 
religious instruction under that form, but 
I do say that the number of teachers 
who can do it is extremely limited, and 
that whilst you can get a few to do it, 
and to do it well, you do not get 
a very great number. Therefore, 
I think that anything which damages 
denominational education in this part of 
the educational system would be a very 
serious mischief. I do not wish to find 
fault with the proposals that are in the 
Bill, but I should like, if possible, to 
secure for denominational teaching 
what was allowed by the Department a 
little while ago in a training college that 
was established for mistresses. In that 
case it was provided that the residential 
part of the training college should be 
denominational, but that it should have 
also a non-residential part, and there the 
conscience clause came in. There was 
a fair compromise between the two 
systems, and I think the application 
of that principle in the provision 
of schools for secondary education might 
very well be allowed, and would get rid 
of all the difficulty on this subject with 
greater ease than any other proposal that 
I have yet heard of. That in day schools 
there should be a conscience clause is fair 
enough. The teaching in day schools can 
be managed in such a way that the with- 
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drawal of certain children is not a very | 


serious difficulty ; but when you come from 
day schools to boarding schools the thing 
is different, and I hold that, where these 
boarding-houses are in the hands of 
denominational managers, religious in- 
struction should be given to all who are 
living within those houses. It would be 
a difficult thing to provide anything of 


this sort in elementary schools, because ' 


there, from the nature of the case, you 
have not got boarding-houses at all. 
But in secondary education it is cer- 
tain that a very large proportion of 
the pupils will be living in boarding- 
houses, and to impose a conscience clause 
in such cases would be doing nobody any 
good whatever, but would impose on a 
good many a great burden, because it is 
so very difficult to manage a home in 
which you have different religious per- 
suasions present. The students ought to 
be treated as if they were in their own 
homes. I venture to put this before the 
House and before the noble Duke, the 
Lord President, because it is consistent 
with the principle that has been already 
adopted, and will, I think, make a very 
great difference in the working of a Bill 
such as this. I should be very sorry 
if the result should be to bring denomi- 
national religious instruction into any 
place where it ought not to come, but I[ 
ventrre to think you ought to be very 
careful indeed before you decide that 
secondary education is such a thing that 
into the homes which I have described 
denominational religious education ought 
never to enter. Those are the only 
remarks I wish to make at this point on 
Clause 3; but I desire also to say a word 
with regard to Clause 4. In that clause 
it is stated that— 

“Every council shall, in the exercise of their 
powers of establishing and aiding schools 
under the said Acts,” ete. 

I think it would be a help to us all when 
this Bill reaches Committee if in the 
margin a reference was made to the 
places in those Acts where _ this 
power of establishing schools is given. 
The power of aiding schools is given 
plainly enough, but I have not been able 
to find where there is power given in the 
Technical Instruction Acts to establish 
schools. I think it would be as well that 
that matter should be cleared up. In 
conclusion, I wish to add that while I 
have not the slightest desire to prevent 
the Bill from becoming law, I think it 
comes twenty years too late. 

The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 


{LORDS} 
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Lorp REAY: My Lords, after the 
careful analysis of the Bill which has been 
made by my noble friend behind me, I do 
not intend to go into the details of the 
measure, but I wish to call the attention 
of the House to the general aspect 
of the question of secondary education, 
What is the great need of the country with 
regard to secondary education at the pre- 
sent time ? The answer is, a proper dis- 
tribution of the time which is available 
for education. The great danger at the 
present moment is the overloaded currj- 
culum, because insufficient allowance is 
made for the great variety of existing 
demands. Where a_ boy’s education 
ends at fifteen, it is quite clear that he will 
have to distribute his time differently 
than if he ends his education at eighteen; 
and the next question which arises is, 
what kind of education will be required 
in view of the profession or career on 
which the boy will enter? A sailor must 
have a different education from that of 
a soldier, and a doctor must have a 


different education from that of an 
engineer. We must therefore provide 


for two things, and keep them very 
distinct—general secondary education, 
and special secondary education, taking 
into account the leaving age and the pro- 
fession on which the scholars intend to 
enter. I am very thankful that no 
attempt has been made in this Bill to 
draw the line of demarcation between 
primary, secondary, and higher education. 
It is a very remarkable fact that juite 
lately two very eminent statesmen in 
France—MM. Poincaré and Bourgeois— 
in giving evidence before a Secondary 
Education Commission, both agreed that 
it was quite impossible to draw the 


line between primary, secondary, and 
higher education. 


That is all the more 
remarkable, because in the organisation of 
the French Ministry of Public Education 
there is a director for primary educa- 
tion, a director for secondary education, 
and a director for higher education. 
If, therefore, the demarcation has failed 
in France, we may conclude that we 
should not be more successful in a similar 
attempt. There are so many openings for 
English boys that we must necessarily 
have a great variety of curricula. How- 
ever limited the time may be at the dis- 


| posal of those who have to teach the boy, 


a sound general education must be given 
as a solid foundation. It is on that 
point that I wish to enter into some 


‘detail, because my impression is that the 
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ideas of the Board of Education of what 
constitutes a general education are not 
very clear. The longer you can defer the 
period of specialisation the better. V 
[ received the Minute on Higher 
Elementary Schools, I thought that these 
principles were recognised, and that it 
was intended to give a general education 
up to the age of 'fifteen—the limit of the 
Free Education Act—to all those who 
would be qualified and prepared to make 
good use of it. The Minute contemplated 
“suitability of instruction to the 
circumstances of the scholars and the 
neighbourhood.” That was exactly what 
was wanted, and it could not mean any- 
thing but a differentiation of the curricula 
of higher elementary schools. Under 
these circumstances the School Board for 
London asked for the recognition of forty- 
three separate schools fer boys and girls 
in seventy -nine departments. That 
sounds a very large figure, but when I 
tell your Lordships that it only means 
one higher elementary school per 100,000 
inhabitants, and that in the small king- 
dom of Saxony there are forty-four com- 
mercial schools, you will at once see that 
it was by no means an exaggerated 
demand. What was the answer of the 
Department ? It was that— 

“The Board of Edueation will be ready to 
entertain a proposal for the conversion of the 
schools of science provided by the school 
board, into higher elementary schools, and 
in localities where additional schools of science 
might, so far as educational reasons are con- 
cerned, be recognised, the Board of Education 
will consider an application for the recognition 
of a higher elementary school.” 

The decision of the Board of Education 
is in direct contradiction with the words I 
have quoted from the Minute, for the 
simple reason that in London the educa- 
tion wanted by far the greater num- 
ber of boys is not that of a school 
of science, and that as regards 
girls it is absolutely unsuitable. We 
have seventy-nine higher grade depart- 
ments in connection with the London 
School Board, and only four schools of 
science. If the higher elementary 
school is to be a school for general educa- 
tion, it cannot be a school of science. 
Science may be one of the subjects 
taught, but it cannot be the preponderant 
element. In order to justify what I am 
saying, I shall appeal from the Board of 
Education to the late Education Depart- 
ment. On November 38rd, 1898, the 
Science and Art Department forwarded a , 
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suggestion by their Inspector that Chelsea 
“would benefit by the provision of a 


‘suitably equipped School of Science.” 
When | 


The Education Department, however;. 
sent a Report from their Inspector 
strongly urging that the school should be 
designed “also for the teaching of modern 
languages and commercial training.” On 
March 2nd, 1899, the Edueation De- 
partment forwarded to us a further 
Memorandum from Her Majesty’s In- 
spector for the Chelsea Division, in which 
he alludes to “the lack of commercial 
training and utterly inadequate time given 
to the only modern language taken ” in 
the higher grade schools in Chelsea. This: 
led to a conference with representatives; 
of the Education Department. Her 
Majesty’s Chief Inspector in his annual 
Report for 1899 refers to this conference: 
as follows— 

“There was general agreement that in these 
[higher grade] schools there is a tendency te. 
neglect what may be called the humanities, and. 
to make practical subjects unduly prominent.. 
That this neglect of literary subjects is. 
injudicious is shown by the instance of. 
Scotland, where literary subjects have always 
been considered of first importance, and 
yet no one can accuse the Scotch of 
being imperfectly equipped for the practical 
work of their lives, or can deny their success. 
in every branch of it—mechanical, commercial, 
or intellectual.” 


It is not a Seotsman who says that, but 
Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector in London.. 
A sub-committee of the Technical Edu- 
cation Board of the London. County 
Council came to the same conclusion,. 
after having instituted an inquiry into the 
needs of commercial education in London. 
They reported as follows— 

“We are of opinion that it is a. question 
which concerns the citizens of London 
more than any other British subjects, 
for London stands alone, as the greatest 
commercial centre in the world, and as the 
heart of the British Empire. London has not 
only a larger proportion of clerks than any 
other city in the world, it has probably also a 
larger proportion of clerks to the whole popula- 
tion than most other cities. Everything 
which affects British trade must affect London 
in aspecial degree ; and it is only fitting that 
any measures which are to be taken for the 
detence of our commercial supremacy should 
be put forward in the first instance by the 
merchants and citizens of London.” 


Therefore in the case of London there is. 
a perfect agreement as to the necessities 
of general secondary education between 
Her Majesty’s Inspectors, the Technical 
Education Board, and. the London School 
Board. But, though the London School. 
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Board, complying with the demand of 
the late Education Department, have 
established higher elementary schools for 
instruction in modern languages and com- 
mercial subjects, the present Board of 
Education have limited us to the develop- 
ment of a very scanty number conducted 
on pure science lines. I cannot under- 
stand the educational reason for this 
action on the part of the Board of Educa- 
tion. What the business houses in 
London want are clerks who can at 
least speak fluently one foreign 
language. If only you begin at an early 
age this is quite feasible, but this decision 
of the Board of Education upsets all the 
measures taken by the London School 
Board in compliance with the instructions 
of the Education Department. It does 
more. It throws the whole burden of 
our higher grade departments on the 
rates, in so far as the payment of a block 
grant constitutes a reduction on the grant 
we obtained for those schools under the 
formerCode. It virtually cancelsthe Minute 
to which I have referred, and instead 
of giving us higher elementary schools, 
which we want, forces us to be satisfied 
with a ridiculously small number of 
schools, which are only required by a 
minority of the inhabitants of London. 
The case of London iilustrates that 
ot other centres similarly — situated. 
It discloses, however, a very important 
misconception, to which the noble Ear] 
behind me has already alluded, which may 
injuriously affect not only our higher 
elementary schools, but also our secondary 


schools. It proceeds from the same mis- 
taken notion which turned technical 
education committees into secondary 
education committees under Clause 7 
of the Directory of the Science 
and Art Department. The assump- 


tion that the literary side of ele- 
mentary and of secondary education is less 
important than its scientific side, and that 
if you introduce a few literary subjects 
in a school of science you have satisfied 
educational demands, is entirely erroneous. 
It is the result of the neglect of scientific 
studies in former days and the monopoly 
enjoyed by classical studies. One side 
of secondary education is covered by 
classics. The question at once arises, 
how much benefit is derived from 
these studies? If they are pursued 
with the real aim 
thoughts of the Romans and Greeks 
.as expressed in their: language, no 


Lord Reay. 
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one will deny their educational value: but 
in how many instances is this the ease ? I 
asked a classical master this question, and 
he stated that out of every four classical 
scholars three derived absolutely no bene- 
fit from such training, and he was not 
prepared to grant that of the remaining 
fourth more than a smail proportion were 
really the better for the time they had 
spent on Latin and Greek. What is the 
alternative? That the time wasted 
on Latin and Greek should }e given 
to English literature and history, 
There is not to my mind a finer educa- 
tional instrument than English literature, 
and that history should be studied in all 
its ramifications will, I think, need no 
argument in this House. The result will 
be that you will give a real education to 
the large majority of boys who at present 
get a mere superficial knowledge of the 
classics, and that they will have been 
taught subjects which they will assimilate, 
and which will stimulate them to further 
exertion. In both cases the education 
will proceed on literary lines, and in 
both cases you may add other subjects, 
but you will have brought these young 
minds in contact with the best thoughts 
of superior minds, The neglect 
of English literature and history may lead 
to this curious result, that an Englishman 
meeting a German may find that the 
latter knows more of English literature 


and of English history than he knows him-' 


self. This question of the relative value 
of a classical and a modern literary edu- 
cation has been most carefully investi- 
gated in France and in Germany. Ina 
recent volume of evidence given before a 
commission of secondary education, pre- 
sided over by M. Ribot, a former Premier, 
in France, such eminent witnesses as M. 
Poincare and M. Bourgeois, ex-Ministers 
of Public Instruction, and M. Gréard 
and M. Lavirre, stated that modern litera- 
ture should be placed on the same footing 
as the classics. ‘lhe German Emperor 
put this very forcibly when he said— 
“T don’t want Romans and Greeks; I 
want Germans.” By far the greater 
number of professions on which young 
Englishmen enter require a know- 
ledge of modern subjects. You want 
a general education on modern _ lines 
running parallel with a general education 
on classical lines, and you can include 
science in either. It would be disastrous 
to make classics the main feature of a 
literary education, and science the main 
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feature of a modern education. Although 
[ have laid great stress on the necessity 
for a general education because I con- 
sider that it is in danger of being over- 
jooked, I am quite aware of the legiti- 
mate demand for special instruction, and 
of the wise impulse given to technical 
instruction by the noble Duke. We 
cannot sufficiently develop. the higher 
branches of technical education. The 
country is, I believe, thoroughly alive to 
the fact that it has to meet the rivalry of 
other nations who are constantly adapting 
their education to ever-varying needs. 
It is a vital question for our industries 
and our trade, which depend upon the 
excellence of our secondary education. 
It is an Imperial question. | What 
is wanted at the Education Office above 
all is “the open window,” in order 
to see what is going on elsewhere. In 
Germany the Emperor is giving to the 
development of secondary education his 
The 


constant attention. expansion 
of German trade, of German _in- 
dustries, is directly due to the 


unremitting efforts of the German Govern- 
ment to improve their secondary educa- 
tion. And it is to the general, not to 
the special education, that their success 
is mainly due. 


interesting Report of the Commission to | 


{23 Juty 1990} 





In France we have the | 


which I have alluded. The Report and the | 


evidence show a clear appreciation of all 
the ditficulties of the problem and of the 
urgent need for reform. Your Lordships 
are aware of the results of American 
technological institutes, and how they 
affect the competition we have to meet. 
The battle of our trade, of our indus- 
tries, has to be fought in our schools, in 
our workshops, and in our scientific 
laboratories. Will this Bill give us 
the institutions for general and_ special 
secondary education and for the highest 
developments of technology? I doubt 
it. I trust that the Bill will be reintro- 
duced on broader lines, and that it will 
secure to every part of the country, after 
a careful survey of the needs of every 
district —an omission in this Bill which 
seems to me_ inexplicable—at least 
as many opportunities for secondary 


education as Seotland, Wales, and 
some of our Colonies enjoy. Indeed, 
I cannot make out why the Board 


of Education is not more alive to the 
necessity of levelling up the English 
‘system of education towards that of 
Seotland. In the next edition of this 
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3ill I hope to find the grants made de- 
pendent on approved schemes of general 
or special instruction ; the formation of 
secondary education committees on lines 
thoroughly representative of all the edu- 
cational interests concerned in the various 
localities ; representation secured on the 
governing bodies of schools which receive 
public aid; provision for the better 
use of our educational endowments ; the 
absorption of the educational duties 
exercised by the Charity Commissioners ; 
the application of the science and art 
grants to the purposes of the Bill ; pro- 
vision for the training of secondary educa- 
tion teachers, especially in regard to 
foreign languages; and effect given 
—which, for some reason or other I 
cannot fathom, the Bill does not do—to 
the admirable recommendations of the 
Royal Commission on Secondary Eduea- 
tion. I am deeply convinced that this 
question of secondary education is one of 
Imperial importance, a question which 
bears very closely on our position in the 
world, and I do not think that in this 
3ill, which merely touches the fringe of 
a great question, the Government give 
satisfaction to what the country asks for 
and to what the country needs in order 
to cope with the ever-increasing com- 
petition of foreign countries and their 
increasing efforts to satisfy the demand 
for improved education. 


*THE Lord Bishop or HEREFORD: 
My Lords, after the various interesting 
speeches to which we have listened I am 
afraid the House may feel that the sub- 


| ject has been almost sufticiently discussed, 





and yet, having devoted a large portion 
of my life to secondary education, I desire 
to ask the indulgence of the House for a 
few minutes while I venture to make two 
or three observations upon the Bill. In 
the first place, like some of the speakers 
who have preceded me, I am _ bound 
to confess that I feel the Bill to be 
a somewhat disappointing one, because 
it is such a very little measure when the 
urgency of the occasion and the greatness 
of the subject and of our national needs 
are considered. Those of us who have 
occupied ourselves with secondary educa- 
tion have felt for the last thirty years or 
more how some of the Continental nations 
were forging ahead of us, and this fact has 
been brought home more forcibly by 
reason of the reports which have recently 
been presented. Whatever this Bill is 


2G 
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called, we have to take it as all that Her 
Majesty's Government have to offer for 
the reorganisation of our secondary 
education system, and, like the noble 
Lord who has just sat down, I am 
bound to acknowledge that I cannot 
understand why the excellent Report of 
the Royal Commission has been to such a 
large extent ignored. Before I had the 
privilege of listening to the debates in 
this House I was under the impression 
that it was the habit to take account ot 
the Reports of Royal Commissions, but 
in the few brief weeks during which | 
have been a Member of the House I think 
this is the third Commission’s Report 
which I have seen almost entirely disre- 
garded. When I look at this Bill I am dis- 
appointed, in the first place, by the omis- 
sion of many things which all of us who 
have been working in secondary educa- 
tion had hoped to see included. Most of 
those omissions have been already alluded 


to, but I could not but feel, with 
the noble Lord, some surprise that 
nothing is said in this Bill of the 


use, or the better use, of our educational 
endowments, and that no sort of power 
is given to deal with these endowments. 
From my own practical observation I do 
not know how any educational committee 
is to deal thoroughly with this matter in 
rural or other districts without some such 
powers. Then again, I must confess a 
feeling of disappointment that nothing 
has been done to settle the relations be- 
tween our elementary and _ secondary 
education. I do not mean that I should 
be prepared to delimit either one or the 
other, but it is impossible to deal with 
the practical work of education without 
feeling that one of the burning questions 
which must be settled before we can 
get rid of friction and make real 
progress is the relation of the higher 
grade schools to secondary education. 
Rut the great omission is the one which 
was referred to by the noble Lord who 
Las just sat down—namely, that there 
seems to be no obligation laid on either 
the local authority or the Central Board 
even to inquire into the needs of any 
district. Surely the very first step to 
be taken, if we are to do any real ser- 
vice in this matter, is to find out the 
actual needs of this and that county 
throughout the country. Turning to 
the provisions of the bill, I will confine 
my criticisms to two. fundamental! clauses. 
The first of these is Clause 1, the third sec- 
The Lord Bishop of Hereford, 
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tionof which constitutes the county council 
the local authority. Here we have one 
element in the Bill which seems to me, 
so far as I can judge from my experience, 
to deserve our unqualified approval, inas- 
much as it makes the county the admini- 
trative unit. I cannot, however, go 
along with the clause in handing over the 
whole of the administration of secondary 
education to the county councils them- 
selves, subject only to the check of the 
Central Board. County councils are ex- 
cellent bodies for many purposes, but I do, 
not suppose they themselves would claim 
to be educational bodies. If the loca] 
authorities are the county councils pure 
and simple there will be all sorts of 
variations between one county and 
another, and I fear there may be 
some counties in which there will 
be very little educational work done. 
I cannot say from my experience, my 
Lords, that there is a great deal of zeal in 
the cause of education up and down our 
rural districts. A good many of our 
county councils are by no means anxious 


| to spend public money to a large extent 


on educational work, and so far I cannot 
feel that they are the preper authorities 
to be left absolutely paramount and _in- 
dependent in the matter. Something 
like ten counties which have the adminis- 
tration of what is called the whisky 
money have not spent by any means the 
whole of that money on education ; and | 
believe there are about half as many 
councils of county boroughs which have 
only spent part of the money on educa- 
tion. [am not blaming those bodies for 
exercising their legitimate rights, but I 
cannot but feel that this fact shows that 
county councils need leavening if we are 
to form the best’ sort of education com- 
mittee for the purpose of this Bill. 
Therefore I must express my regret that 
in framing the clause the noble Duke did 
not take the recommendation of the 
Royal Commission and say that while the 
county council should have a bare majority 
on the education committee the rest 
should be so elected as to represent the 
various educational interests and to secure 
that there should be on every educational 
Committee men who are re: ully i in earnest 
about the progress of education and who 
have some real knowledge of the matter. 
At present, as I understand this clause, 
there is no sort of guarantee that the 
education comm ttee of any partic ‘ular 
county will have either any interest iN, 
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or any real knowledge of education. 
only other clause to . which I would refer 
is the one which was alluded to by his 
grace the Archbishop of Canterbury. 
Section 2 of Clause 3 is, as your Lord- 
ships are aware, an attempt to solve what 
is known as the religious difficulty, but I 
am bound to acknowledge ‘that I 
do not think it is an attempt which 
is likely to be very _ successful. 
[ have the deepest desire to see this re- 
ligious difficulty got out of the arena of 
public poems Ag I have felt for many 
years that it has been one of the greatest 
obstacles to our real educational progress, 

and now I fear that unless some better 

clause can be framed than the present 
one We may import the same difficulty 
into secondary education. The clause to 
which I am referring declares that : 

“A council in the performance of their 
duties with respect to education shall not give 
any preference or advantage to any school on 
the ground that it does or ‘does not belong to, 
or is or isnot in connection with or under the 
management of any particular church, sect, or 
denomination, or that religious instruction is 
or is not given in the school. Provided that 
aid shall not be given under this Act to any 
school in respect of religious instruction.” 
Now, my Lords, what does that amount 
to! So far as I can understand the 


meaning of the clause, it simply 
amounts to a declaration by which 


you propose’ to earmark, so to 
speak, the aid that is given for this or 
that school. I am always a little shy of 
anything in the nature of earmarking in 
the giving of publie grants, and this 
attempt to earmark aids as only for 
secular instruction, ignoring the whole 
question of religious instruction, will be 
absolutely futile. At any rate, if it is 
considered sutticient to declare that the 
public aid given to a public school is 
given solely for secular instruction, and if 
that is expected to satisfy public senti- 
ment, [ cannot but feel that it should be 
applied at once to elementary education 


also. If it is to satisfy  publie 
sentiment in regard to — secondary 
education, why should we not be 


satistied with it in regard to elementar 'y 
education, and yet there is no one who 
will propose it as a settlement of the 
religious difficuley in our elementary 
schools. It mi hy be asked, What have I 
to suggest in place of this ? [ suggest 
that the county council, or educational 
committee of the county council, shall 


have no power to aid any school on the 


{23 JuLty 1900} 
The | 
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management of which it is not adequately 
represented. That I hold to be a funda- 
mental principle which we ought to 
endeavour to establish through the whole 
system of our education, and [ believe it 
could be established both with regard to 
secondary and primary schools without 
any great amount of difficulty. Having 
granted this principle, that no aid 
shall be given to any school on which the 
county council or the local authority is 
not adequately represented, I would then 
be content to say that schools in connec- 
tion with any particular church or sect 
or denomination shall be held to be suit- 
able for those pupils who are like!y to 
make use of them, provided, first, that 
due regard is had to the religious beliet 
of the parents ; secondly, that the educa- 
tional needs of the neighbourhood are 
duly considered ; and, thirdly, that due 
care is taken that the fees are suitable. I 
believe that then no further difficulty 
would be found. I wish to say one 
word with reference to the clause 
dealing with private schools under private 
management. Section 3 of Clause 3 
provides that public aid may be given to 
a school conducted for private profit. I 
cannot but think that that is a proposal 
which will require to be carefully watched, 
to secure that public aid shall noi go to 
increase the dividends of a company. I 
do not make this criticism as in any way 
opposed to private schools. My belief is 
that we should give every encouragement 
to private enterprise in education as in 
other matters. My experience has shown 
that in some cases the very best schools are 
private schools, and for the reason that a 
really good private school is generally 

under the guidance and inspiration of a 
remarkable man ; but my feeling on the 
whole matter is that, if the private school 

cannot be so managed as to be on the whole 

self-supporting, it would be better, in the 

public interest, that the education should 

be taken over by the public. In con- 

clusion, I would venture to appeal to the 

noble Duke to give us a more adequate 

Bill at the earliest possible opportunity. 

Having discussed this little Bill, and 

having decently buried it, I hope that be- 

fore next session is very old the noble 

Duke will come forward with such a Bill 

as he himself would approve. [ cannot 

suppose for a moment that this Bill satisties 

the noble Duke. I have had many oppor- 

tunities of feeling grateful to the noble 

Dake for the support and assistance he 

G2 


822 





2) 
a 











Education 


823 


has given to educational matters. I can- 


not but express my profound conviction | 


of the urgency of this question. We 
have been so busy during — the 
last few years in opening up 


new markets, expanding our Empire, and 
taking possession of new territories, some 
of which, I fear, are likely to be hornets’ 
nests, that we have, I am afraid, some- 
what overlooked the plain fact—plain to 
everyone who studies the question—that 
prosperity in the future will be with the 
best educated people, and that, if we do 
not press the question of education more 
earnestly and more actively, one of the 
consequences of our extension of Empire 
will be that the main benefits will be 
enjoyed by those who belong to better 
educated countries. I therefore again 
express the hope that the noble Duke 
will bring forward a more adequate Bill 
on the earliest possible occasion next 
session. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: My Lords, 
after the discussion which has taken place 
I will not trouble your lordships with 
many words, but will contine myself to 
one or two points. Inthe first place, I 
must sav that I entirely share with the 
right rev. Prelate who has just sat down, 
regret that this is so small a measure ; it 
is, in point of fact, very little more than a 
sketch of a measure which is to be filled 
in by the Education Department  after- 
wards. I wish to say a word upon the 
very important question as to the 
authority which is to administer this Bill. 
I do not like, as it stands, the clause which 
deals with the local authorities which 
are tobe set up. While I think it quite 
right that the county councils should be 
the bodies to whom this work should be 
entrusted, vet I agree with the right rev. 
Prelate that it is essential that there 
should be on the committees which are 
to manage the affairs of secondary educa- 
tion, men who are educational experts as 
well as common-sense business men. | 
should deprecate nothing more than that 
you should have a committee consisting 
solely of men of business, or solely of 
educational experts. Both elements are 
wanted, the one to correct the other, and 


I do not by any means give more 
weight to one than the other. You 
want common-sense business men, 


but you also want men who have had 
long experience of educational questions, 
for I do not know a subject on which it is 


The Lord Bishop of Hereford. 
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more difficult to come to a per fectly clear 
and satisfactory conclusion. [| feel, also, 
some jealousy of the very extended 
powers given to the Education Board. It 
seems to me that in cases where, after full 
discussion between the county council and 
the Education Board, no agreement can 
be come to, it is rather a doubtful matter 
—though I do not wish to commit my- 
self absolutely to an opinion—that the 
Education Board should be able to deal 
with the question and promulgate a 
scheme without any power of correction 
by Parliament. I have watched eduea- 
tional discussions through many years, 
and I know that it is necessary 'to be 
extremely careful not to trust absolutely 
to the Government of the day the settle- 
ment of certain questions beyond appeal, 
You do want, as it were, some power to 
finally decide a dispute between the 
Government and the local authorities, It 
may be that that would be too cumbrous, 
but in principle I think it would be found 
to be sound. I feel very strongly with 


the right rev. Prelate that before a new 
educational authority is set up in any 


locality there should be a thorough 
examination of what the position in that 


part of the country is. Many of the 
grammar schools which have done good 


work in the past are now completely 
useless, and have ceased to be of any 
value, the only thing which perpetuates 


them being the village jealousy not 
to part with their grammar school. 
There should be some power to 


unite these very small schools with some 
larger school, and so render them more 
etticient. The mere fact that means of 
communication are now so much greater 
than they were has altered the whole 
aspect of the question. I deeply regret 
that after years of discussion we are 
about to take, as far as I can see, 
no effectual step to make use of the 
foundations we have already got. I must 
say a word upon what seems to me to be 
the most difficult question in this Bill—the 
question to which the right rev. Prelate 
referred at the close of his speech. I 
see in the provisions of this Bill, with 
the utmost dissatisfaction and even 
alarm, the repeal of the clause which 
was in the Technical Education Act giving 
complete protection to all those who went 
to denominational schools where the tech- 
nical grant was applied to aid such schools. 


| That is a step directly backward, a step 


in the teeth of the old policy of what was 
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called the Cowper-Temple Clause. I feel 
the deepest distrust of those opposite to | 
whom I sit on this question, and I see in | 
thisan attempt to bring again into dis- 
cussion the point whether the rates of the 
country are to be applied, directly or in- 
directly, to the support of denominational 
schools, a point on which we know that | 
a strong and bitter feeling exists on | 
both sides. IL am not one of those 
who think that, in the present condition | 
of opinion in the country, we could 
dispense with denominational schools. 
Personally, I should like to see them all 
disappear to-morrow; but, looking at it 
asa practical man, I must say that that 
would be a measure fully unjustifiable in 
the present state of opinion in the 
country. Many of the denominational 
schools are excellent educational estab- 
lishments, and we have to take care that 
we do not interfere with them in such a 
way as to destroy their efficiency. I ad- 
mit that they must take a place in our sys- 
tem, and therefore itis our duty to make 
them etticient. To stir up this controversy 
in such a way as to raise a debate on the 
religious question throughout the country 
may be useful or not, but it certainly will 
nottend to the promotion of the object weall 
have in view—namely, the establishment 
of an elticient system of secondary educa- 
tion throughout the country. 1 will put 
aside the clause which is now about to be 
repealed, and ask your Lordships whether 
you have ever considered what the clause 
is which is in the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act. In that Act, which was 
brought in by the members of the party 
Opposite, what was by no means an un- 
reasonable compromise was adopted. — It 
will be found in the third section of Clause 
fof that Act. [It does not interfere with 





the religious education of boarders in 
schools, and I do not think you could with 
propriety interfere in that way with these 
secondary education schools, many of 
which are closely connected with some 
denomination, and where it would be 
almost impossible to carry on the eduea- 
tion as before if you applied a stringent 
What the Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act did was this. 
It said that “sueh scheme shall, in addi- 
tion to the——” 


Clause to boarders. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Read 
the beginning of the section. 


{23 JuLy 1900} 
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read the whole of it. The section is as 
follows :— 

“Where a scheme under this Act does not 
relate to a school maintained out of the en- 
dowment, or torming part of the foundation, 
of any cathedral or collegiate church, or where 
a scheme under this Act does not relate to 
any other educational endowment which by 
Section 19 of the Endowed Schools Act, 1869, 
is excepted from the foregoing provisions of 
that Act therein mentioned ”-—— 


THe DukE or DEVONSHIRE: That 
is, all the denominational schools. 
KIMBERLEY : 


THE EARL OF Not 


quite, I think. 

THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: Yes. 

THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: Then I 
will give up that argument, which is 
merely an argument od hominem, and 
apply myself to the remainder of the 
section, which, to my mind, suggests a 
very reasonable solution of the difficulty. 
The section continues— 

“*__sueh scheme shall, in addition to the 
provisions of Section 15 of the said Act, pro- 
vide that no religions catechism or religious 
forinulary which is distinctive of any particular 
denomination shall be taught to a scholar 
attending as a day scholar at the school 
established or regulated by the scheme, and 
that the times for prayer or religious worship, 
or for any lesson or series of lessons on a 
religious subject, shall be conveniently 
arranged for the purpose ef allowing the 
withdrawal of a day scholar therefrom in 
accordance with the said Section 15.” 

[do not think that would be by any 
means anunreasonable provision—namely, 
to exempt the day scholars from any 
interference as regards religious instrue- 
tion, leaving the boarders to be under the 
provisions of the scheme which was in 
force for the management of the school 
before it was taken over under the pre- 
sent Act. I[ think that would very likely 
be aeceptable ; but in any case [ am_per- 
fectly sure there must be some kind of 
compromise if you are to go forward at 
all. [ quite admit the strength of the 
feeling concerning denominational schools, 
and I take account of it, but I say you 
are going backward in this Bill, you are 
striking out provisions of the Technical 
Education Act of 1899, and Iam not the 
only person who sees beneath the surface 
of this Bill a deliberate attempt to pave 
the way for dealing in a similar manner 


with elementary education, and any such 
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attempt will meet with strenuous resist- 
ance from the Party to which I belong. 
Throw down this apple of discord before 
the country, and you will find there are 
plenty of people willing to take it up 
in # manner which w ould; greatly obstruct 
and hinder the operation of the Bill now 
before us, which, though a small Bill, may 
lay the foundation of a larger and wider 
scheme. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsuire) : 
My Lords, I have no right to complain 
that this discussion has turned upon a 
very large number of questions, most of 
which are questions of detail, because I 
quite admit what has been said by several 
noble Lords that this Bill is by no means 
a large one ; that it does very little but 
extend to a certain degree institutions 
and provisions which already exist, and 
cannot be regarded as more than a step— 
an additional step—in the direction of the 
organisation of secondary education. 
But the course which the discussion has 
necessarily taken has had the effect of 


raising such a very large number of 
questions of detail, some of them | 


think rather small details, that I am 


afraid it will be quite impossible—within | 


any limits which I dare inflict upon 
your Lordships—to deal with very 
many of those points which have been 
raised. My noble friend who began 


the discussione was very much alarmed 
that this Bill contemplates the introduction 
of free secondary as well as elementary 
education. I do not know where my 
noble friend finds that in the Bill, He 
complains that it does not contain any 
mention of fees to be paid by those who 
are to receive the education in those 
schools receiving public aid, but if my 
noble friend will consider what are the 
resources at the disposal of the local 
authorities I think he will see that it is 
quite impossible that they will be sutti- 
cient to meet the cost of any secondary 
education without considerable assistance 
in the shape of fees from those who 
receive it. Those resources are limited 
to what is sometimes called the drink 
money, sometimes the whisky money, 
but what I think I have generally called 
the local taxation money. That is a con- 
siderable but not a very large sum. In 
addition to that the new authorities will 
have the disposal of a rate not to exceed 
2d. in the pound; and in addition they 
The Earl of Kimberley. 
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will have the advantage of endowments 
of such schools as choose voluntarily to 
come within their educational schemes, 
Those resources are not so magnificent as 
to justify my noble friend in being in the 
least afraid that any proposal is made 
under this Bill which will be in the nature 
of free secondary education. Both my 
noble friend opposite (Earl Spencer) and 
the most rev. Prelate who spoke lately 
complained that this was a very small 
Bill, and the most rev. Prelate complained 
that the recommendations of the Report 
of the Commission had been entirely 
neglected. My Lords, I have admitted 
that this neither is nor professes to 
be a large Bill, but 1 cannot admit 
that the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission have been entirely 
neglected. Ido admit that the Bill does 
not deal with all the matters which the 
Secondary Education Commission included 
in its full and exhaustive Report, but the 
proposals contained in this Bill are the 
very steps which were recommended by 
the Royal Commission, and are in my 
opinion the necessary preliminary steps 
to going any further in the direction of 
carrying out the recommendations of the 
Secondary Education Commission. The 
most rey. Prelate and Lord Spencer, and 
just now Lord Kimberley, complained 


that the Bill contains no power which 
will enable the new authorities to deal 
with educational endowments within 


their areas. I was under the impression 
that, under first the Secondary Education 


Commissioners and then under the 
Charity Commissioners, a very large 
number of the educational endowments 
of the country had already been dealt 
with. 

Tue Fart or KIMBERLEY : By new 


schemes, yes. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: By 
new schemes, and I cannot imagine any- 
thing which is more likely to stimulate 
action in the same direction, dealing 
with remaining endowments which have 
not yet been dealt with, than the consti- 
tution in every locality of an educational 
authority charged with the duty of pro- 
viding secondar y edue — within their 
area. But, my Lords, i to me, 
knowing the extreme ‘ake’ with 
which any interference with local endow- 
ments of this kind is met, that we should 
not have been justified in attempting in 


seems 
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this Bill, the main object of which is to 
create a new educational authority, to 
enlarge and make of a far more drastic 
character those powers which the 
Charity Commissioners have already 
felt considerable difficulty in exercis- 
ing with success. It was suggested 
that these authorities would have no 
power even to make inquiry as to the 
educational provision within their areas. 
That is entirely a misconception, because 
these authorities will have power to make 
all the enquiries which they may think 
necessary in order to enable them to carry 
out their duties. Then, my Lords, ex- 
ception has been taken to the vague 
manner in which the constitution of the 
educational authority is provided for, and 
to the large powers which are ieserved to 
the Board of Education. After a great 
deal of consideration we came to the con- 
clusion that the difficulties of dealing with 
the constitution of these authorities in 
any other manner were almost insuperable. 
In introducing this Bill I called atten- 
tion to the fact that the circumstances of 
different parts of this country differ so 
much that it is almost impossible to lay 
down within the limits of a clause the 
principle upon which these committees 
should be constituted. It has been ad- 
mitted, I think, in the discussion to-night 
that the constitution of a committee 
must differ in a county from the con- 
stitution of that which will be formed in 
a county horough—that there is an enor- 
mous difference between the circumstances 
of one county and another. One county 
is mainly agricultural, with one or 
two large towns in its centre. Other 
counties are almost entirely consisting of 
large towns. I only wish that in the 
interval between this and the next session 
my noble friends opposite and the most 
rev. Primate who took exception to the 
vagueness of this clause will exercise their 
ingenuity and see whether it is possible 
for them to draft a clause providing for 
the constitution of an authority which will 
not be vehemently resisted by some interest 
which may consider itself to be ignored 
or neglected or badly treated. The 
initiative in framing these schemes will 
proceed from the county council or 
the county borough council, but on 
the Board of Edueation the responsi- 
bility will rest to see that those 
schemes make proper provision for the 
adequate representation of interests, edu- 
cational or otherwise, which, in our judg: 
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ment, ought to be represented on such a 
body. Lord Spencer, I think, used the 
word co-optation. It would be entirely a 
mistake to suppose that we intended to 
rely upon co-optation only for the proper 
constitution of these bodies. The scheme 
will have to provide, in addition to the 
appointment of a certain proportion of 
councillors, for the nomination upon the 
body of such educational institutions or 
such non-county boroughs or such districts 
as upon inquiry we think ought to be re- 
presented, and while I am_ extremely 
sorry that it should have been found 
necessary to cast so heavysa responsibility 
upon the Board of Education, I do not 
believe that there is any other way in 
which it would be possible to arrive at a 
satisfactory mode of their appointment. 
It was suggested by the most rev. Prelate 
that there was no power of interference 
by Parliament with these schemes. Well, I 
do not see that it would be impossible to 
provide that these schemes should be laid 
before both Houses of Parliament, but I 
admit that I think such a course would 
probably be attended with very great prac- 
tical inconvenience. Imagine schemes 
laid upon the Tables of both Houses pro- 
viding for the constitution of educational 
committees for all the counties in England, 
for all the county boroughs in England, 
and conceive the opportunities which 
would be given to every county, every 
borough, every urban district, every edu- 
cational authority, which did not consider 
that it had received sutticient recognition, 
to bring through their representatives 
their grievances before one or the other 
House of Parliament. I[ am afraid that if 
this course were adopted the time of hoth 
Houses of Parliament would for some time 
after the passing of this Act be chiefly 
occupied in the discussion of these ques- 
tions. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: If the 
noble Duke will pardon my interrupting 
him for one moment, I should like to hear 
his answer to a question which Iam afraid 
I did not express very clearly. I only 
suggested that where the Education De- 
partment and the County Council could 
not agree, then perhaps there might be 
an appeal ; which, of course, would not in- 
volve all the cases. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I was 


not dealing with that. I was answering 
the most rey. Prelate the Archbishop of 
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Canterbury, who suggested that the whole 
of the schemes ought to be laid before 
Parliament. It seems to me that the 
suggestion of the noble Earl opposite in 
those cases, which no doubt will be 
extremely exceptional, is one which will 
be well worthy of consideration. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY : [ go no 
further than that. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Now, 
my Lords, I feel a great deal of difficulty 
in addressing a very few words to your 
Lordships upon a subject which un- 
fortunately is almost always intro- 
duced into these education discus- 
sions, namely, the denominational ques- 
tion. The noble Earl who spoke last 
said that this was distinctly a retrograde 
proposal. I think if he will examine the 
tacts he will see that in one sense at all 
events his own proposal is a retrograde 
one. He recommended the adoption for 
day scholars of a universal Cowper- 
Temple clause. Well, such a provision 
would exclude the receipt of aid from the 
county authorities by institutions which 
are receiving it at present. The noble 
Karl regrets the disappearance of a certain 
section of the Technical Instruction Act, 
but if the noble Earl will refer to a Return 
which has recently been laid on the Table 
of the House showing the manner in 
which local authorities are applying their 
funds to the purpose of technical educa- 
tion, that Return shows that institutions 
of a most strictly denominational character 
are in fact aided out of therates. Among 
the institutions so aided are, at Liverpool 
the St. Francis Xaviers’ College, the 
Catholic Institute, the Convent ot Notre 
Dame at Everton, the Convent of Notre 
Dame at Mount Pleasant, and the 
Catholic Male Pupil Teachers’ Class. 


THE EArt or KIMBERLEY: That is 
what we object to. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Is it 
supposed that institutions of that character 
would accept a universally applied 
Cowper-Temple Clause ? 

THE EArt or KIMBERLEY : Do they 
receive it from the rates, or only from the 
whisky money 4 

THE DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: This 
is a Return showing the application of the 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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‘funds at their disposal by the county 
council. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY : Including 
the penny rate ? 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Yes, 
Therefore the principle of my noble friend 
may be a very right and very excellent 
one, but certainly in regard to liberality 
of treatment in denominational schools it 
is a retrograde one. On the other hand, 
I understand the most rev. Prelate to 
object to the provision of a conscience 
clause in the case of boarding schools, 
Well, I cannot help thinking that the 
most rev. Prelate is rather unreasonable 
in making this demand. He refers to the 
case ofa trainingcollege which was recently 
sanctioned by the board of Education 

where, although they were permitted to 
be without a conscience clause as regards 
boarders, they were recognised on the 
condition of making certain provision for 
day scholars under a conscience clause. 
In my opinion the case of a trai: ing 
college is altogether distinct from that ot 
such secondary schools as would be aided 
under this Bill. A denominational train- 
ing college is maintained by the denomi- 
nation to which it belongs for the edu- 
cation of the teachers who are to be 
employed in their own schools. They do 
not wish—naturally they do not wish—to 
‘admit to the college any others but 
teachers of their own denomination. That 
is the object for which the training 
college is established. But no such exclu- 
sion prevails in the case of our great 
secondary schools. [I believe that in the 
case of Kton and Harrow and our other 
great public schools Roman Catholics, 
Nonconformists, and Jews are admitted to 
those schools, and no difficulty is found 
in the management of Eton and Harrow 
aud other public schools in making pro- 
vision for absolutely respecting the con- 
sciences of those boys of other denomina- 
tions, while not interfering in the least 
degree with their own freedom in religious 
instruction as regards those of their own 
denomination. And I do not see why it 
should be considered any hardship in the 
‘ case of schools desiring to come under edu- 
cational schemes supported and aided by 
the county councils, to impose upon them 
| conditions which in practice are not found 
difficult of observance in such schools as 
Eton and Harrow. My Lords, no doubt 
| this question will be debated at very great 
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length and with some warmth in the 
country. I cannot help, however, express- 
ing my own belief that any such provision 
as has been suggested by the noble Earl 


{23 Juty 1900} 


opposite, that is to say the imposition 
of a Cowper-Temple Clause upon 
any school desiring to receive aid | 


from this scheme, would exclude from co- 
operation a very large number of admir- 
able denominational schools, the services 


of which the educational authority will | 


probably be most anxious to obtain, and 
that therefore we should be for perfectly 
unnecessary reasons excluding ourselves 
from one of the best and most fruitful 
sources of ediicational supply. My noble 
friend Lord Reay made a speech in 
which I am afraid it is quite impossible 
for me on the present occasion to follow 
him. The substance of that speech was 
to invite me to give a reply to a very 
long letter on a very important subject 
which had been addressed by the London 
School Board to the Board of Education. 
That letter [ had not seen until by the 
courtesy of the noble Lord [ received 
notice of the question which he proposed 
to raise upon this occasion. Of course [ 
have not yet had the opportunity of con- 
sulting my advisers in the Education 
Board, and the subject is one of much 
too great importance to make it possible 
forme to give an answer either to the 
noble Lord’s speech or to that letter 
without a great deal of further considera- 
tion, The working, the administration, 
of the new higher elementary school grant 
is a matter of very great importance, and 
probably will be one of very considerable 
difficulty, and I think it would be 
extremely undesirable that on an occasion 
of this kind [ should commit myself  pre- 
maturely either in support or in rejection 
of the views which have been urged upon 
us by the London School Board. On the 
denominational question perhaps I ought 
toadd that while I consider the objection 


of the most rev. Prelate to the 
conscience ciause to be somewhat un- 
reasonable, and one which I do not 


think can be entertained, while I believe 
that the suggestion of the noble Earl 
Opposite would most unfortunately limit 
the educational resources to which it would 
bein our power to look, I must leave 
to both the noble Earl opposite and the 
most rev. Prelate the duty of determining 
whether the solution of this difficult ques- 
tion which was proposed by the Bishop 
of Hereford will meet the views of either | 


} much 
| friends of the noble Earl opposite would 
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of them. I am afraid that there are a 
very large number of excellent denomina 
tional schools which would resent a legis- 
lative provision which would compel them 
to accept te representation of a public 
authority upon their governing body, 
although I have no doubt that it will not 
be difficulty in the great majority of cases 
to make voluntary arrangements with the 
council by which the educational authority 
will be represented on such governing 

On the other hand, I doubt very 
whether the anti-denominational 


bodies. 


be satisfied with merely that provision 
enabling the county authority to aid 
whatever denominational schools it chose, 
provided they had representation upon 
the governing body. [ am afraid, my 
Lords, that this is a subject which is a 
great deal too dificult, and which has in 
times past aroused too much controversy, 
to make it capable of very easy solution 
in any of the ways which have been sug- 
gested to-night. The Government have 
produced what they thought to be a 
reasonable solution, and [ hope that when 
it comes to be further considered it will 
not meet with the embittered opposition 
of which I have heard for the first time 
from the noble Earl opposite to-night. 


On Question, agreed to. 
Bill read 2¢ accordingly. 


INDIAN FAMINE IRRIGATION WORKS. 

*Lorp KINNAIRD: My Lords, in 
rising to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for India whether he will give a list of 
the irrigation and other works for the 
prevention of famine undertaken since 
the last famine in 1897, and the cost 
thereof ; also of the large works approved 
as being necessary previous to 1897 which 
have not been undertaken owing to want 
of surplus revenue, notwithstanding the 
fact that they are expected to be remuner- 
ative, and that money can be borrowed 
at a lower rate than works are expected 
to yield, I think everyone may feel 
hopeful that we are now near the time 
when the pressure of famine will begin to 
pass, and the Government will be free to 
consider what steps may be taken to 
prevent future famine in certain districts 
unprovided with water. I will not enter 
at this time into the thorny questions on 
which there is so much difference of 


opinion with reference to what can be 








es) Indian Fuimine 


done and whether we fail to utilise the | 


water which Providence gives to us, and 
of which I believe more than three-fourths’ 
if not a great deal more, is not utilised, 
and whether large works might be carried 
on with any advantage, as has been done 


in some districts where certain authorities | 
‘but they can already be found in different 


in old times said it was impossible to take 
advantage of water not far off by means 
either of irrigation canals or the storage 
of water by means of dams. Then 
the second part ofmy question raises, I 
think, an important point, namely, whether 
it is desirable to stop an important work 
simply because revenue may fail when it 
has been agreed by all the authorities that 
the workis desirable. It seems to some lay- 
men in this matter, that when the Govern- 
ment can borrow at a low rate of interest 
and hope within a short time not only for a 


{LORDS} 


return on the work but also increase of | 


revenue, when the next revenue assess- 
ment comes to be made the work ought 
not to be stopped by want of 
ready money, and I feel confident 
that there are many in both Houses of 
Parliament who would be willing, suppos- 
ing the Indian Government were not able 
to further their own resources, to find 
large sums for this purpose to make 
even a liberal grant from the Imperial 
Exchequer in the way of a free 
loan, with proper conditions for repay- 
ment when the work became remunera- 
tive. 
ships. I have to ask the noble Lord the 
question of which I have given notice. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY orSTATE 
FOR INDIA (The Earl of ONSLow): I think 
from the nature of the question which the 


[ will not further detain your Lord- | 


noble Lord has put to me that he has not | 


quite rightly appreciated the practice of 
the Government of India in apportioning 
the money for the purpose of carrying out 
irrigation, There are three kinds of irri- 
gation works carried out by the Govern- 
ment of India. First of all, there are 
what are known as the major works. 
Those are paid for out of borrowed 
moneys and are expected to be, and as a 
matter of fact are, remunerative. Then 
there are what are known as minor works. 
Those as a rule are smaller works which are 
constructed not out of capital, but out of 
revenue. In some cases those also are 
remunerative. Then there are what are 
known as protective works. These are 
paid for out of the famine fund, which, as 
the noble Lord knows, is a fund set apart 


Lord Kinnaird. 
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every year by the Government of India for 
the purpose of protection against famine, 
They would not be constructed at ali were 
it not for protective purposes, although it 
occasionally turns out that they also are 
remunerative. Of all those works, if the 
noble Lord wishes it, I can give a return, 


papers which have been laid on the table 
of both Houses of Parliament. As regards 
the second part of the question the noble 
Lord seems to think that some of the 
irrigation works in India are likely to be 
suspended owing to lack of funds arising 
from revenue ; but, as I have already told 
him the major works, the more important 
works, are paid for out of borrowed 
money and not out of revenue at all, and 
I am not at all aware that there is any 
ground for the suggestion which seems to 
be contained in the question that the 
expenditure on irrigation works has been 
cut down during recent years owing to 
the famine. On the contrary, the pro- 
vision for irrigation works has been 
steadily increasing in recent years. In 
1898-99, the total expenditure — was 
£453,047, in 1899-1900 it was £622,733, 
while the Budget estimate for the current 
year is £708,200. A paper has been laid 
on the Table of your Lordships’ House 
called “The Explanatory Memorandum 
of the Secretary of State,” explanatory of 
the Budget statement which he will make 
in another place in the course of a few 
days, and the noble Lord will there find 
a statement of the irrigation works which 
are about to be carried out. But I think 
there is a little misapprehension in the 
minds of many people as to the 
amount of the irrigation work which is 
being carried on. Not less than nineteen 
millions of acres are already under irriga- 
tion in India and twenty-five and a half 
millions of money have heen spent, and as 
a matter of fact there is very little fresh 
ground in the whole of India where irri- 
gation works could be constructed with 
any advantage. The Viceroy has been 
giving great attention to this question 
and he has come to the conclusion that 
all that the Government of India could 
spend, however much money they might 
have, would be something like ten lakhs 
a year, and that would probably about 
double the area of 300,000 acres which is 
covered by work of a purely protective 
character at the present time. So the total 
practicable increase of the irrigable area In 
India under both heads of irrigation works 
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cannot amount to much more than four 
million acres. The Viceroy hopes to lay 
down a permanent scheme and a con- 
tinuous policy for carrying out irrigation 
works in India, and so far as the cost and 
the money to be raised for carrying them 
out is concerned, I think the noble Lord 
need have no apprehension that that 
amount will fall off in years to come, 
because, as he is well aware, the major 
works—most of the irrigation works in 
India—are extremely remunerative and 
therefore capital can be advantageously 
borrowed for the purpose of making 
them, and it is the intention of 
the Government of India to coi.tinue 
carrying them on at as rapid a pace as is 
consistent with the nature of the work, 
.and they believe that in the course really 
of a comparatively short period all the 
land in India which is capable of irriga- 
tion will be dealt with. 


BEER RETAILERS’ AND — SPIRIT 
GROCERS’ LICENCES (LRELAND) (No. 
2) BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), Further Amendments made ; 
and Bill to be read 34, 


COPYRIGHT BILL [1.1.}. 
Order of the day for the House to be 
put into Committee read. 


*LorpD MONKSWELL: In moving that 
the House do resolve itself into Committee, 
[am afraid that I shall have to make one 
or two observations upon the Bill. On 
the second reading [ stated that the Bill 
in its then condition as drafted by Lord 
Thring was a tentative measure, and your 
Lordships will not be surprised to hear 
that it has undergone considerable modi- 
fication in Committee. One object of the 
Committee was to simplify the law by 
assimilating it in all cases of artistic work. 
To a great extent this Bill does simplity 
the law, for as regards various importaiit 
matters the law is made the same with 
regard to all artistic work. For in- 
stance, every kind of artistie work will 
have the same term of copyright, that is 
to say, during the life of the author and 
thirty years after, and copyright will be 
attracted to all artistic works, whether 
made by subjects of the Queen or by any- 
hody else, and wherever they are made. 
There is no restriction either as to the 
person who can obtain copyright or where 
the artistic work is to be made. Again, 


{23 JuLy 19v0} 
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in no case will registration be necessary 
to attract copyright. Now, my Lords, in 


{all these particulars the Bill has under- 


gone no change in Committee, but a 
further and very difficult question 
arose with regard to artistic copyright, 
and that is as to the respective rights of 
the author and the owner of artistic 
works in default of any agreement as to 
what those rights should be. This was a 
question very much discussed in 1878 
both by and before the Copyright Com- 
mission, and by a bare majority of one it 
was recommended that on sale, in the 
absence of agreement, copyright should 
pass to the owner of the work, and not 
remain in the artist. This recommenda- 
tion was vigorously assailed by the whole 
body of artists. It was contended that 
subject to certain restrictions in favour 
of the buyer the copyright should remain 
with the artist. ‘The Select Committee 
has taken a good deal of fresh evidence 
on this matter, both oral and written, and 
they have bestowed much thought and 
labour on the question, and they have 
arrived at definite conclusions as to the 
principles on which the Legislature should 
proceed. But the drafting details are 
exceedingly technical. I am not at all 
sure that everything is covered ; in fact, 
I am quite prepared to hear that the Bill 
leaves a great deal to be desired in the 
matter of drafting details; but as 
the Bill cannot pass this session the 
Committee do not attach very much 
importance to this defect in detail. It is 
submitted not as a measure that has been 
carefully thought out in every detail, but 
as containing the main provisions of a 
just settlement of the respective claims 
of artists and those who deal with them. 
The Committee have adjusted the claims 
on somewhat different lines according to 
the nature of the artistic work. The 
Committee place the painter and the 
draughtsman in one class, the sculptor in 
auother, and the photographer in a 
third. With regard to painters and 
draughtsmen, with respect to portraits 
painted on commission the Committee 
propose to leave the law as it stands at 
present ; that is to say, the person giving 
the commission and not the artist will 
enjoy the copyright, but as to all other 
pictures painted on commission the artists’ 
contention has been adopted by the Com- 
mittee in its entirety, and the law has 
been altered by retaining copyright in the 
artist, and not transferring it to the person 
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giving the commission. Further, where 
a picture is not sold on commission, but is 
sold out of a studio, the artist, according 
to this Bill, is to retain the copyright on 


asale in the absenceofagreement. The law | 


at present is that the artist loses the copy- 
right on sale, and in the absence of agree- 
mentthe buyerdoves not get it, soit becomes 
lost. We propose that it shall go to the 
artist. Now, copyright of the artist is in all 
cases subject to a proviso against making 
or authorising replicas against the wish of 
the owner of the painting. Replica is 
detined to be a copy so like the original 
as to be calculated to deceive an ordinary 
observer. So much for the painters and 
draughtsmen. Now I come to the 
sculptors. The sculptor hitherto, unlike 
the painter, has been the spoilt child of 
legislation. The sculptor enjoys privi- 
leges that artists in their wildest dreams 
would never think of asking for. Their 
copyright is absolute, and it is subject to 
no restriction at all in favour of the pur- 
chaser. Busts, statues, ornamental work 
of every kind, even when executed on 
commission and only for private 
use, can be copyrighted by the 


sculptor without consulting the 
owner at all. The Committee had, 
before them the celebrated — sculp- 
tor Mr. Broek, and he told them 


that no sculptor of repute would think 
himself justified in making the replicas of 
sculpture intended enly for use in private 
houses unless the owner gave leave. The 
Committee have decided to make the law 
conform to the practice and to prohibit 
replicas of sculpture made on commission 
except where the work is intended to be 
located in some public place. With re- 
gard to photographs, what the Committee 
propose is this: that copyright not 
only in portraits, but in all photographs 
made on commission, shall belong to the 
person giving the commission. I think 
the only other thing I need say is that 
provisions have been introduced for the 
detection and for the punishment of 
infringement of copyright that are 
quite sufficiently stringent. I ought 
to say in conclusion that [ do not propose 
to carry the Bill beyond its present stage. 
I propose to have it printed and circulated 
for criticism during the vacation, and | 
have to ask your Lordships’ leave to make 
one alteration in Committee in this 
Bill. It is a drafting alteration. 
By some error two alternative sub- 
sections have been put into this Bill 
Lord Monkswell. 


{LORDS} 
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which are not intended to stand together, 
and what I hope your Lordships will 
agree to is to strike out one of those sub- 
sections in Committee. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). The Amendments proposed by 
the Select Committee made. 


A further Amendment made ; and Bil] 
re-committed to the Standing Committee ; 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 206.) 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) BILL, 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


Clauses 1 to 8 amended, and agreed to, 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord ASHBOURNE): I understand 
that some of my noble friends from Ire- 
land consider that the pew clause [ pro- 
pose to move is open to objection. [ 
have intimated to my noble friends that I 
propose to take the Report stage on Thurs- 
day, and [understand they agree that it will 
be convenient that [ should now just 
state the object of the new clause, and 
that they should reserve their opposi- 
tion until we get to the Report. stage. 
I can state very briefly the purport of 
this Amendment. The bill dealt with a 
state of facts which had taken away and 
left non-existing all powers of revision 
of ecclesiastical tithe. I confine myself 
to that for the purpose of this sub-section. 
At the time when that was the state of 
the law in Ireland, power was given to the 
Land Commission that they might of 
themselves permit a redemption of tithe 
without any authorisation from the 
Treasury at twenty years purchase instead 
of twenty-two and a half. It was sug- 
gested in the House of Commons by the 
Chief Secretary that, the circumstances 
changing, and the power of revision being 
resumed, and a substantial reduction in 
the tithe being the obvious result, it 
would beonly reasonable from the Treasury 
standpoint, the Executive — standpoint, 
to restore to the Treasury — the 
power of deciding whether — they 
would adhere to the period of 225 years 
or take a lesser number of years purchase. 
The Amendment which I propose merely 
seeks to restore that power, under the 
altered circumstances, to the Treasury. 
By the Irish Land Act of 1896, there 
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being then no power of revising, and 
therefore no power of reducing tithes, 
power was given to the Land Commission 
of themselves to accept twenty years 
purchase, and no longer was the consent 
of the Treasury needed for that particular 
operation of taking less than 22} years 
purchase. But now, when tithes are 
going to be largely and substantially 
reduced, the Treasury and the Executive 
think it reasonable that there should not 
be a reduction on both sides, and that, if 
there 's an absolute power of reduction in 
the amount of the tithe, it is reasonable to 
give again to the Treasury the right to be 
heard on the question whether less than 
99! years shall be taken. I am aware 
that that does not commend itself to my 
noble friends, !,at perhaps they will 
allow the Amendment to go through now, 
and raise their objections on the Report 
stage. 


*Tue Eart or MAYO assented to that 
suggestion, and said he would put down 
Amendments to this clause for the Report 


stage. 


Amendment moved— 


after Clause 8, to insert the 
following new clause: ‘9. Sub-section 1 of 
Section 37 of the Land Law  (Lreland) 
Act, 1896 (which dispenses with the consent of 
the Treasury to the redemption of tithe rent- 
¢eharge as therein mentioned) shall not have 
effect in the case of anv tithe rent-charge to 
which Section 3 of this Act applies.’”— 
(Lord Ash hourne.) 


“In page 4, 


Amendment agreed to. 


Remaining clauses amended, and agreed 
tO. 


bill re-committed to the Standing 
Committee ; and to be printed as amended. 


(No. 207.) 


IRISH FISHERLTES—INSPECTORSY’ 
REPORTS. 
*THe Eart or MAYO, who had on the 
Paper the following question— 


“To ask Her Majesty’s Government if the 
Inspectors of [rish Fisheries held inquiries in 
Limerick, Killaloe, and Athlone on 30th Janu- 
ary, Ist February, and 3rd February, 1900; 
and if the Limerick Board of Conservators 
applied on 28th March to the [rish Government 
for a copy of their Report thereon ; and if 
the Irish Government retused it. That as a 
Bill is now before the House dealing with the 
matter, will the Goverument lay the Report 


{23 JuLy 1900} 
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of Arms Bill. 


upon the Table, or allow those interested in the 
sill to see the Report ”— 

said: It may be in the recollection of your 
Lordships’ House that Lmoved the rejection 
of a BillcalledtheShannon Water and Elee- 
tric Power Bill. That was a Bill affect- 
ing very materially the fisheries in the 
River Shannon. ‘The Inspectors of Irish 
Fisheries held an inquiry in Limerick, 
and it was most important that those 
interested in the Bill should know the 
result, but for some reason the Report 
had been held back. There is a strong 
suspicion that the Inspectors of Fisheries 
reported that the Bill would be most 
harmful to the fisheries, and it would be 
of great advantage if the Report could 
be laid on the Table. 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: The Report 
of the Inspectors of Irish Fisheries on the 
subject of the works proposed to be 
earried out by the Shannon Water and 
Electrical Power Company was prepared 
for the information of the Government, 
and it would be contrary to official usage 
to publish it. For this reason the 
application made by the Limerick Board 
of Conservators for a copy of the Report 
was refused, as was also a similar applica- 
tion made by the promoting company ; 
and a like objection exists to the publish- 
ing of the Report as a Parliamentary 
Paper, or to any other form of publica- 
tion. The Government therefore regret 
that they are unable to comply with the 
request of the noble Earl. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 

Order); Amendments made; Bill re- 

committed to the Standing Committee ; 

and to be printed as amended. (No. 

208.) 

PROHIBITION OF EXPORTATION OF 

ARMS BILL [HL.]}. 

[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Karl of HAtspury): My Lords, [ think 
my best exposition of this Bill will be to 
read to your Lordships the only operative 
clause of it, which is— 

“It shall be lawful for Her Majesty by pro- 


clamation to prohibit the exportation of arms, 
ammunition, and military and naval stores to 
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any country or place therein named whenever 
Her Majesty shall judge such prohibition to 
be expediert in order to prevent such arms, 
ammunition, military or naval stores being 
used against Her Majesty’s subjects or forces, 
or agamst any forces engaged or which may 
be engaged in military or naval operations in 
co-operation with Her Majesty’s forces.” 
I believe the circumstances of the time 
are such that there is no one who can 
read those words without seeing what 
they are pointed at—the absolute neces- 
sity of being able by law to prohibit the 
exportation of arms, ammunition, military 
or naval stores, which, though exported 
from this country, may be used in aid of 
Her Majesty’s enemies. That, my Lords, 
is the whole scope and object of the Bill, 
and I am quite sure your Lordships will 
be glad to give it a Second Reading. 

é - o 


Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House to-morrrow. 


SOUTH AFRICA — SETTLEMENT OF 
SOLDIERS IN THE ORANGE RIVER 
COLONY AFTER THE WAR. 

Lorp WOLVERTON: I beg to ask 
Her Majesty’s Government, whether, in 
view of the many applications already 
made, they can give this House an assur- 
ance that they are preparing, or have in 
contemplation, some scheme by which 
soldiers, either time-expired or otherwise, 
can settle under advantageous circum- 
stances in the Orange River Colony. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE vor tHe COLONIES (The Earl 
of SELBORNE): My Lords, this question 
has never been lost sight of for one 
moment by Her Majesty’s Government, 
who have been, as was stated by Mr. 


Chamberlain in the House of Commons | 


more than a month ago, in constant com- 
munication with Sir Alfred Milner on the 
subject. The matter has been referred to 
ai inter-Departmental Committee, com- 
prising representatives of the War Office, 
the Treasury, and the Colonial Oftice, and 
this Committee has already begun to sit. 
I hope, therefore, before long to be in a 
position to lay all the facts of the case 
before Her Majesty’s Government. I 
cannot say more at the present moment 
except that the matter is receiving and 
will receive our most earnest considera- 
tion, but it is one in which obviously any 
steps that may be taken demand the most 
careful and thorough consideration. 


The Bari of Malsbury. 


{COMMONS} 
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Lorpd WOLVERTON: 1 chink it 


would give confidence in the country i 
my noble friend would state who is the 
chairman of the Committee. 


THE Eart or SELBORNE: 
in a position to state that. 


[ am not 


House adjourned at a quarter 
past Eight of the clock, 
till To-morrow, half - past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 23rd July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE 


BILLS = [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 


Sunderland Corporation Bill { Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 

3) Bill [Lords]. 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
4) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the 
second time To-morrow. 


BILLS [Lords] 


Bills be read a 
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HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL. | mittee on the Bill have leave to sit and 
LAMBETH WATER BILL. | proceed forthwith.—(Mr. Caldwell ) 


LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND BI TON AN ve , CTpCTTS 
cA inp TAY | BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
EAST COAST RAILWAY BILL. | RAILWAY BILL. 

(12th February] referring the 

| Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railw ay 

aN -<.| Bill to the Examiners of Petitions for 
4 ) DISTRICT WATER NB | : : 
Wer Ans Je ey L heedel aaa Private Bills read, and discharged. Bill 


Read the third time, and passed, with | withdrawn.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


1 
Amendments. | 


Lords Amendments considered, and | Onder 
agreed to. 


BUENOS AYRES AND ROSARIO RAIL- 
BARNSLEY CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. WAY BILL [Lords]. 
DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 and 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. “| 236 be suspended, and that the Com- 

fe aN ala a Bi anal /mittee on the Buenos Ayres and Rosario 
he ; iat thio rere Railway Bill [Lords] have leave to sit 
scnilas 2 and proceed forthwith.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND | 

EPPING FOREST RAILWAY (ABAN- COSTA RICA RAILWAY COMPANY, 

DONMENT) BILL. LIMITED, BILL [Lords]. 

Not amended, considered. | Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 an:t 

: i 5 4 . 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and | 236 be suspended, and that the Committee 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be | 0" the Costa Rica Railway Company, 
now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) | Limited, Bill [Lords] have leave to sit, 
Bill accordingly read the third time, | ne eer ees 
and passed. | ROE’S PATENT BILL [Lords]. 
NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL | Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 


| Lords]. 'and 236 be suspended, and that the Com- 

As amended, considered; to be read mittee on Roe’s Patent Bill [Lords] have 

the third time. leave to sit and proceed forthwith.-—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


PRESTON CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL. 
made. ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223) prgR AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
be now read the third  time.—(J/r. 
Caldwell.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments. TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 

(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time To-morrow. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


RAMSGATE CORPORATION IMPROVE. | 
MENTS BILL [Lords]. | 
ROTHERHITHE AND  RATCLIFF 


ee ee /EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
As amended, considered ; to be read) ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 


the third time. BILL [Lords]. 
BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL, . Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
[Lords]. visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 


/upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered 
| To-morrow. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL 


[Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 That they have agreed to — Local 


and 236 be suspended, and that the Com- _Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
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(No. 3) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) | 
Provisional Orders (Housing of Working | 
Classes) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) | 
Provisional Orders (Housing of Working | 


Bill, without amend- 


Classes) (No. 2) 
ment. 

That they 
ments to—Gas 


Amend- 


have agreed to 
Orders 


{ Lords}, 
Bill [Lords], 
Water 


Bow Railway Bill 
Urban District Water 
Gwyrfai Rural District Council 
Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


PETITIONS. 


‘SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Two Petitions from Ryton-on-Tyne, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | 


CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Swalwell ; 
Dunston-on-Tyne (two); New Wash- 
ington; and Usworth Colliery; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 
SHIRE) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Dunston-on- 


“Tyne; Blaydon ; Winlaton ; Hedge- | 
field; Crawerook ; Rowlands Gill; | 
Blaydon Haughs; and Usworth | 


‘Colliery ; to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


Confirmation | 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords], Whitechapel and | 
Exmouth | 
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RE TURNS, REPO RTS, ETC. 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES), 

Copy presented, of Return by Rail- 
way Companies of the United Kingdom 
for the six months ending the 31st 
December, 1899 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) 
1889. 


ACT, 


Copy presented, of General Report of 
the Commissioners under the Universi- 
ties (Scotland) Act, 1889, with an 
Appendix containing Ordinances, Minutes, 
Correspondence, Evidence, and other 
Documents [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SHEBEENS [IN TOWNS (IRELAND). 
presented, relative — thereto 


Mr. Macaleese| ; to 


Return 
fordered 6th July ; 
lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (FAMINE). 

Copy presented, of Advances and Gifts 
to Agriculturists for Seed, Cattle, and 
Subsistence at the End of the Famine [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS (REVENUE 
AND EXPENDITURE). 

Return ordered, ‘of Revenue and 
Expenditure of the Post Office for each 
year from 1869-70 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 319, of Session 
1899), and an Estimate for the same for 
the year ended the 31st day of March, 
| 1900, in the following form : 
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_(Mr. Hanbury.) 
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$19 Questions. 
POST OFFICE (REVENUE AND 
EXPENDITURE). 


{23 


Return ordered, “ of Revenue and Ex- 
penditure of the Post Office for each year 


LY 1900} 





Questions. 850 
| from 1869-70 (in continuation of Parlia- 
| mentary Paper, No. 320, of Session 1899), 
| and an Estimate of the same for the year 
}ended the 3lst day of March, 1900, in 
| the following form :— 
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—(Mr. Hanbury.) 
UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND). 
Return ordered, “of the amount of 
Class Fees paid by Students attending 
each of the Universities of Scotland, 
showing for each University the various 
Faculties, the Class Subjects, the number 


of Students at the respective Classes, and 








the amount of Fees paid for instruction 
at these respective Classes, according to 
the following form :— 


Meme of University._._.___—... 


Naoe of Faculty, _$._.____- 





Students. 


| Class Fees. 





Winter Session, 


Summer Session, 


Winter Session, Summer Session, 





1899-1900. 1900. 1899-1900. 1900. 
Name of Class. | = en - = ———_—_—— 
“ z | La 3 
| 3 Lk 3 : | dD ; es) : 
is E = a = = = a 3 = 3 
eae af oe Se oe oe ae ae ae: 
a | & x a Ss = = => | & a = i 
| - : , 
| S&S Pe 1s £ £ 
| 
| 
| 


with Summaries showing the total number 
ofstudentsand amounts of fees respectively 
in each Faculty and each University ; and 
also grand totals for Scottish Universi- 
tes." —(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


QUESTIONS. 





CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
POSITION AT PEKING — RECENT 
NEWS. 

Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs) : I beg to ask the Under 
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Secretary for Foreign Affairs whether 
there is anything to communicate to the 
House about China. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : We have very little in 
the way of news from China, but perhaps 
the House would like to hear the state- 
ments made to us with regard to the 
safety of the Legations at Peking. A 
communication has been received at the 
| Foreign Office from the Chinese Minister 
to the effect that the Legations were un- 


( 


2H 
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harmed, and we have received from 
Shanghai a translation of an Imperial 
Decree, dated July 18th, as follows— 


“In the Confucian work ‘Spring and 
Autumn,’ it is written that Envoys shall not 
be killed. How can it then be supposed that 
the Throne’s policy is to connive at allowing 
the troops and populace to vent their wrath upon 
the foreign Ministers? Excepting the murder 
of the German Minister by the riotous people, 
which offence is being vigorously investigated, 
the other Ministers are being protected for a 
month past by the Throne with a ceaseless 


energy, and fortunately have suffered (? group | '0)¢ : ‘ 
| in view of this expression of opinion, and 
A telegram was received on Friday at the pressure which is notoriously being 
| brought to bear upon the great Viceroys 


omitted) harm.” 


Shanghai from the Governor of Shantung 


transmitting a cypher message from the | 


United States Minister to his Govern- 


ment, which purported to have left | 
Peking on July 18th. This message 
was undated and was to the effect | 
that the United States Minister 
was in the British Legation under fire 


from shot and shell. The date given 
by the Chinese to the United States 
Minister’s telegram is the same as that of 
the above decree, and the assurances of 
safety contained in thedecree are not borne | 
out by the latter. The Consul General 
telegraphed to the Governor of Shantung 
asking how it was that a message from 
Peking could reach Chinan-Fu in two 
days, and why we had had no message 
from Sir Claude MacDonald. The reply 
was as follows— 

‘“‘The United States Minister’s telegram 
was sent by Tsung-li Yamen by a messenger 
travelling 600 li (roughly 200 miles) a day. I 
assure you there is no telegraphic communica- 
tion. I cannot explain why Her Majesty's 
Minister has not telegraphed. But I beg you 
not to be anxious, for the Ministers and others 
are all living and unharmed ; of this I have 
already had several reliable messages.’ 


Seeing that over a month has elapsed 
since any communication has reached Her 
Majesty's Government from the Peking 
Legation, and that the Tsung-li Yamen 
are communicating by messenger with 
various Chinese authorities, Her Majesty’s 
Government feel that they cannot attach 
credence to any statements or decrees 
attributed to the Emperor or the Chinese 
Government unless fortified by letters 
signed and dated by Sir Claude Mae- 
Donald or other British official, or by 
telegrams in our cypher. 


THE YANG-TSZE VICEROYS. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
State for 


ask the Under Secretary ot 
Foreign Affairs whether the Foreign 
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Office have received a letter from the 
China Association urging that what the 
position in the Yang-tsze region requires 
is not only promise of help to the great 
provincial officials in putting down 
possible disturbance, but a clear and ex- 
plicit expression of the intention of Her 
Majesty’s Government to uphold and 
protect in their persons, properties, and 
offices those who have ventured to range 
themselves on the side of order and 
loyalty to their obligations ; and whether, 


of the Yang-tsze region and others, Her 
4 ’ 

Majesty’s Government are now prepared 

to give them the explicit assurances re- 

quired. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty’s 
representatives have been in constant 
communication with the Yang-tsze 
Viceroys, and the assurances they have 
asked for have been given. 


Mr. YERBURGH: Has the Foreign 
Office received the letter from the China 
Association ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I believe the letter 
has been received. 


CHINESE REPRESENTATIVES IN THIS 
COUNTRY. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether it is in accor- 
dance with ordinary diplomatic usages 
that, while our countrymen are _ being 
massacred in China, the representatives of 
the Government of China in this country 
should be invited to, and received as 
honoured guests at, State and _ official 
functions ; and whether Her Majesty's 
Government intend to take any steps to 
indicate to the representatives of China 
in this country their views with regard to 
recent events in China. ; 


Mr. BRODRICK : The answer to the 
hon. Member's question depends on the 
state of facts at Peking, with which, as I 
have already told the House, we are im- 
perfectly acquainted. Her Majesty's 
Government have not failed to take every 
measure in their power to: bring home to 
the Chinese Government their views as to 
recent events in China. 
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EXPORTS OF MUNITIONS OF 
TO CHINA. 

CoroneL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Yewton): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
ury of State for War whether the Govern- 
nent have come to any decision with 
rgard to stopping the export of arms and 
yamunition from this country to China 
for the use of the Chinese ; “and, if so, 
rhether he will communicate the nature 
of such decision to the House; and 
yhether any ironclads, torpedo boats, or 
ither vessels of war are now being con- 
tracted for the Chinese by British firms, 
are in course of transit from British 
milders to the Chinese; and, if so, 
vhether the Government intend to stop 
these vessels, either on the water or in the 
puilding yards. 





WAR 







UNDER SECRETARY — or 
rok WAR (Mr. WynpbHAaAm, 
This question should be ad- 
dressed to the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs. My hon. and gallant 
friend must be aware that a Bill has been 
introduced in another place to effect this 
object. 


*THE 
STATE 
Dover) : 


PEKING LEGATION—NAVAL GUARD. 
*Sin J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): I 
beg toask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether he is aware that a list of 
non-commissioned officers and men of the 
German Marines, under Count Goben, 
vho were sent up to Peking to guard the 
German Legation, was published some 
lays ago in Germany ; and if he can ex- 
plain why this cannot be done in the case 
of British Marines, under Captain Halli- 
lay, who were sent up to Peking to 
guard the British Legation. 


Tue FIRST LORD or toe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscuEen, St. George’s, 


Hanover Square): The Commander-in- 
Chief has not up till now reported the 
names of the men forming the Marine 
Guard at Peking ; we have telegraphed 
to him to do so. He has not yet sent the 
information. 


PROVISION FOR 
WOUNDED IN 
SHIP PRESENTED 
OF GWALIOR. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under See retary of State for Foreign 
Affairs what has been done to provide for 
the proper care of the British wounded at 


THE SICK AND 
CHINA—HOSPITAL 
BY MAHARAJAH 


{23 Juty 1900} 
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| Tientsin and Ta-ku ; and whether there is 
'any hospital accommodation at Wei-hai- 


wei. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G, Hamitron, Middiesex, 
Ealing) : Her Majesty’s Government have 
no special information as to the ar- 


rangements made at the front for 
the wounded in the recent engage- 
ments; but there were available the 


medical staffs of the various British men- 
of-war under Admiral Seymour, and 
General Dorward took with him other 
medical officers and appliances. As 
regards hospital accommodation at Wei- 
hai-w ei, there is a good hospital on the 


island, and good stone barracks con- 
vertible to hospital use it wanted. Gene- 


ral Gaselee has telegraphed that as soon 
as he reaches Wei-hai-wei, he will report 
on its suitability for the location of base 
hospitals. The water supply in the 
island is good and ample. To this I have 
to add that the Government of India have 
already provided a hospital ship, and are 

prepared to supplement this accommoda- 
tion by converting three transports into 
hospital ships. The American hospital 
ship “ Maine” has also been placed at the 
disposal of Her Majesty’s Government, 
and I am glad to take this opportunity of 
expressing our gratitude for this great 
act of generosity to the Atlantic Trans- 
port Company, which has furnished the 
ship, and to the American ladies who have 
provided the funds for equipping and 
maintaining it. I have also to inform the 
House that I have received from the 
Maharajah Sindhia of Gwalior the offer 
of a fully equipped hospital ship for China, 
upon which he is willing to spend twenty 
lakhs. This princely ‘offer is made on 
behalf of himself, his mother, and his 
wife, to testify their loyalty to Her 
Majesty the Queen Empress. Her 
Majesty’s Government have expressed 
their acceptance of this most munificent 
offer, and their deep appreciation of the 
motives which actuated His Highness to 
make it. 


WAR — HOSPITAL 
ARRANGEMENTS— 


SOUTH AFRICAN 
AND MEDICAL 
COMMISSION OF INQUIRY. 
CotonEL WYNDHAM MURRAY 

(Bath): [beg to ask the First Lord of 

the ‘Treasury whether the instructions to 

the Commission of Inquiry into the medical 
arrangements in South Africa will include 
the making of a thorough inquiry on the 


H 








‘COM 


spot by the medical members of the Com- 


(ie slions. 
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mission into the results of inoculation for | 


enteric fever, in preventing the disease, 
or lessening its effects. 
oF THE TREA- 


Tue FIRST LORD 


MONS} 
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| sury whether he can now state definitely 

‘that the South African war despatches 

already asked for will be in the hands of 
Members before the House is asked to 

‘consider the Supplementary Estimates 
for war services in South Africa. 


SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, | 


E.): The inquiry to which my hon. and 
gallant friend refers, though doubtless 


one of very great importance, appears to | 


be outside the scope of reference of the 
Commission, and it would require some- 
what different circumstances to investigate 


a purely scientific medical subject of the | 


kind suggested. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 


S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the | 


Treasury whether Mr. Harrison, who has 
been appointed a member of the South 
African Hospitals Commission, holds an 
appointment as member of the Army 
Railway Council, a body which advises 
the Army authorities in matters of rail- 
way transport and engineering, and has 
the rank of lieutenant-colonel in the 
Army; and will he state in whom 
is the appointment to seats in the 
Army Railway Council vested, and 
was that council, of which Mr. 
Harrison is a member, consulted in the 
matter of railway transport in South 
Africa, which will form one branch of the 
subject matter of the inquiries of the 
South African Hospital Commission, of 
which Mr. Harrison is also a member. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe he is 
not a lieutenant-colonel in the Army. He 
is, however, a member of the Army Rail- 
way Council, an unpaid body called into 
existence at the request of a Depart- 
mental Committee of experts in order to 
advise the War Office, not on anything 
connected with South Africa or South 
African transport, but simply on the 
question of transports and mobilisation 
within the four quarters of the United 
Kingdom. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: By whom 
are the appointments made ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They are made 
by the War Office, of course. Whom else 
could they be made by ? 


PUBLICATION OF DESPATCHES. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not my- 
self think that these despatches have any 
direct connection with the Estimates to be 
introduced by my hon. friend the Under 
Secretary for War, but I frankly admit [ 
should be very glad to lay the despatches 
on the Table, and I had hoped that by the 
time the Estimates would be discussed 

we might have considered that the opera- 
tions of the war were at an end, or practi- 
cally at an end, in which case it would be 
possible to lay them at once. That, how- 
ever, appears to be a sanguine estimate, 
and I do not quite see how it is possible 
now to lay the despatches on the Table 
in view of the opinion expressed by the 
right hon. Gentleman and others on both 
sides of the House that anything which 
contains commentary upon military opera- 
tions going on or the discretion of officers 
engaged should not be published while 
those military operations are in progress, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I cannot enter into a controversy on the 
subject now, but I must firmly protest 
against any such sentiment being attri- 
buted to me. 


SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for North 
Kerry, I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can state approxi- 
mately the amount of money to be asked 
for inthe Supplementary Estimate in con- 
nection with the war in South Africa; 
and also approximately what portion of 
the estimated gross cost of the war in 
South Africa will Ireland have to contri- 
bute. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is impossible 
at present, [ think, and certainly prema- 
ture, to give any estimate of the kind 


asked for. As for the Supplementary 
Estimate which is to be brought forward, 
that will be in the hands of Members to- 
day or to-morrow, and, probably, it would 
be better for the House to wait till they 
have the estimate in their hands than for 
me to attempt to give any account of its 
, contents. I may, however, say that some 
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of the rumours I have seen published as 
to the magnitude of the financial opera- 
tions contemplated by the Government 
ye altogether fantastic in their propor- 
tions. 


Captain DONELAN : Why should the 


Irish people be compelled to contribute | 
wards the cost of a war which they | 


abhor ? 


[No answer Was given. | 


TRANSPORT OFFICERS—REWARDS 
AND DISTINCTIONS. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
ion): | beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether the work of the trans- 


yort officers at the ports of embarkation | 
will be recognised in conection with any | 


rewards that may be distributed for ser- 
riees during the past year. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I must deprecate 
Parliamentary questions with regard to 
rewards and distinctions. The responsi- 
jilitvy rests decidedly with the Board of 
Admiralty, and the grace of conferring 
iny distinction might easily be marred 
jv any appearance of Parliamentary 
pressure, 


BOER PRISONERS FOR CEYLON. 

Capraty SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
ir War whether any number of boer 
prisoners of war have been or are being 
ent to Ceylon; and, if so, how many, 
and to what place. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. Lord 
Roberts telegraphed on the 12th inst. 
that a hody of prisoners would leave for 
Veylon ina few days, but their number 
vas not stated. Preparations have been 
made for the reception of about 2,000 
prisoners and their guards at Bandara- 
wolla, in the hill country. 


RECENT MILITARY OPERATIONS. 

sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Iheg to ask the Under Secretary for War 
whether there is anything to communi- 
cate to the House about South Africa. 
There isa rumour that there is some news 
from South Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I think that all the 
news there is has been published this 
morning. 


HOSPITAL RETURNS. 
Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 


| side): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
'of State for War if he will state the 
| number of men now in hospital in South 
| Africa from causes other than wounds. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : It has already been 
explained to the House that it is not 


| practicable to give the information re- 
|quired. The numbers vary from day to 
day and we receive no telegraphic infor- 


mation about them. I can, however, 


| give the admissions at any place, at any 
|date, if that will satisfy the hon. 


Member. 


BOER WOMEN SENT TO THE ENEMY’S 
LINES. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he can now state whether a 
proclamation was issued at Pretoria on 
Wednesday last ordering the wives of all 
Boers believed to be in the field against 
us to report themselves to the authorities 
on the following day in order that they 
might be sent into the enemy’s lines, and 
whether they and their children have been 
so sent ; and whether among these women 
are included any who have been rendered 
destitute through the destruction for 
military purposes of their farms and 
crops. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. No Re- 
port has reached the War Office. 


3rp INNISKILLING FUSILIERS. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he can state how many men 
of the 3rd Battalion Royal Inniskilling 
Fusiliers, stationed at Cowshott Manor 
Camp, responded to the call made in 
February last to volunteer for service in 
South Africa; were any deprivations of 
privilege made in the case of men who 
then declined to volunteer; and how 
many men responded to a further call for 
volunteers made upon this corps in the 
present month, and have any of the corps 
been visited with displeasure for refusal. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As T stated in 


reply to this question on Thursday, the 
| 3rd Inniskilling Fusiliers was not asked 


by the Secretary of State for War to 
volunteer for service abroad, either in 
| February or later. 








Question Se 


MILITARY LANDS ACT, 1892. 
Captain SINCLAIR: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War, in re- 
gard to England and Scotland respec- 


859 


tively, if he will state how many county | | \ L 
| in question receive compensation in con- 


and borough councils have exercised the 
powers given for the purchase of land 
under the Military Lands Act, 1892; 
what number of acres has been so pur- 
chased ; what sum has heen so expended ; 
and what proportion of that sum has been 
borrowed under the powers conterred by 
the Act. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The War Office 
has cognisance only of cases where com- 
pulsion is required, and only one such 
case has occurred among purchases made 
by county or borough councils, viz., at 
Great Yarmouth. The Local Govern- 
ment Board has cognisance of all sums of 
money borrowed under the Act ; two 
cases have occurred, a loan of £12,600 to 
the town council of Nottingham, for the 
purchase of 120 acres of land for rifle 
ranges ; and a loan of £123 to the town 
council of Chesterfield, for the purchase 
of two roods of land for a drill hall. But 
when the council 1s able to buy the land 
by agreement, and without borrowing, the 
transaction is not reported to any Govern- 
ment department. 


WAR OFFICE EMPLOYEES’ BONUS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if he can state whether, 
seeing that the privileges of certain War 
Office employees computed at 1s. a week, 
were taken into consideration when their 
minimum wage was raised to 22s. a week, 
these men are not entitled to a certain 
bonus ; and whether he will see that a 
storehouseman named Wales (Army 
Clothing Department), who, after serv- 
ing for seventeen years, was discharged 
in consequence of an accident, receives 
the bonus for that number of years ser- 
vice, irrespective of the compensation he 
received for injuries. 


*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe t- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham,S.): TheSuperan- 
nuation Act directs that gratuities on dis- 
«harge shall be calculated on wages, and 
there is no power to vary the basis of 
assessment. Wales obtained under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act a weekly 
allowance which cannot be supplemented 


{COMMONS} 


| by a gratuity. 
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The hon. Member does 
not accurately state the amount of the 
minimum wage. 







CapTaAIn NORTON : Did not the man 






sequence of injuries sustained? Is he 


not therefore entitled to a bonus ? 






*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No, 
Sir. The workman in question received 
what he got under the provisions of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, and he 
was not entitled to anything beyond 
that. 








CarTaAIn NORTON: Is he 
titled to a bonus ? 


not en- 







*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I do 
not know what the hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber means by a bonus. If he will speak 
to me privately I may clear up any mis- 
understanding. 






LANCASHIRE VOLUNTEER 
ALLOWANCES. 

Lorp 3ALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office when his 
decision will be announced as to the sup- 
plementary grant to be paid to certain 
Lancashire Volunteer regiments in respect 
of their travelling expenses, which have 
been 5s. per head above the usual grant; 
and whether any special allowance is to 
be made for the carriage of cycles to and 
from camp. 














*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
the travelling expenses referved to has 
been decided in favour of the corps, and 
the necessary instructions have heen sent. 
There is no special grant for the convey- 
ance of cycles; the allowance of £2 1s 
intended to cover all extra incidental 
charges. 











KILWORTH RIFLE RANGE. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether proceedings are a 
present pending or contemplated on the 
part of the War Office to acquire for the 
purpose of adding it to the Kilworth Rifle 
Range a large tract of land in the m- 
mediate locality ; and will he state under 
what Act these proceedings are being 
taken, what stage they have reached, 
what area of land it is proposed to at 
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quire, and how many families it is pro- 
posed to evict. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No, 


Sir; there is no such intention. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY : Then what 
was the meaning of the communication 
addressed to the Cork County Council, 
stating there was such an intention ? 


*\Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : That, 
no doubt, had reference to the schedule of 
a Bill introduced into another place, and 
since withdrawn. 


ARMY SHIRT CONTRACTS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office if he will state the total quantity 
of Army shirts tendered for and supplied 
respectively by shirt manufacturers in 


the United Kingdom for the troops in | 


South Africa during the past twelve 


months ; what proportion was tendered | 


for by manufacturers in the south of Ire- 
land, and were their tenders accepted ; 
what were the conditions of specification 
as to quality 
Government, and were those conditions 
complied with by south of Ireland manu- 
facturers ; and, seeing that the identical 
quality of shirting previously accepted by 
the Government was offered at a lower 
price by one of the largest manu- 
facturers of those goods in the south of 
Ireland, and that the tender was de- 
clined, can he explain why Irish manu- 
facturers have received none of the 
Government contracts for Army shirts. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
total quantity being supplied is about 
700,000 ; 31,000 were offered by south of 
Ireland firms and were not accepted. The 
material was to be flannel or union mix- 
ture containing not less than 50 per cent. 
of wool. In some cases the supply was 
to be to War Office pattern; in others 
the contractors were allowed to submit 
their own patterns. If there had been 
great emergency at the time the orders 
referred to were placed, some samples 
submitted by south of Ireland firms 
might have been accepted, but there was 
then no difficulty in meeting the require- 
ments from the more suitable samples 
submitted by other firms. Nothing is 
known as to the particular case referred 
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considerable number of other shirts were 
manufactured in Ireland by firms whose 
head offices are in Great Britain. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Out 
of the many millions spent on these 
matters, has threepence gone to Ireland ? 

THE CHANNEL FLEET—VISIT TO 

INVERGORDON. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for Ross 
and Cromarty, I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Admiralty whether arrangements 
will be made for the Channel Fleet to 
visit Invergordon this summer. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Beyond a visit to 
Berehaven for the purpose of carrying 
out certain exercises, the movements of 
the Channel squadron subsequent to the 
manceuvres have not yet been decided 
upon. 


SAILING TRAINING SQUADRON. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty can he say what officer, or officers, 
and what men have been in charge of 
H.M.S. “ Raleigh ” and of the other three 
ships of the sailing training squadron 
since this squadron was puc out of com- 
mission and laid up on 31st October, 1899 ; 
have any officers and men lived on board 
the ships since that date, and, if so, how 
many on board each ship ; are these ships 
now in sufficiently good condition to 
enable them to be fitted out again for 
sea ; what other ships besides these four 
would be available for use as a sailing 
training squadron ; and is it proposed to 
build any more ships that would be so 
available ; and, if so, when is it expected 
that these latter will be ready for use. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : It is not possible to 
give all the information asked for by the 
hon. Gentleman within the limits of an 
answer to a Parliamentary question. 
Generally speaking, the ships forming 
the recent training squadron have been 
in the hands of care and maintenance 
parties at the ports since they were put 
out of commission last year. Of these a 
limited number live on board when 
necessary. The “ Cleopatra” is about to 


‘replace the “Curagoa” as a sea-going 


training ship for boys. The “Raleigh” 
is fit for service at sea. The “ Volage” 
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would need a thorough refit before being 
commissioned for sea service, and the 
“Champion ” a refit of less extent. The 
following ships are available for service, 
but they would require extensive repairs, 
and re-boilering at once or after a short 
period :—“ Calypso,” “ Active,” “ Cor- 
delia,” and “ Curacoa.” 
to the last question of the hon. Member, 
the hon. Gentleman knows the shipbuild- 
ing programme for this year, and I am 
not prepared to anticipate next year’s 
programme. 


FOREIGN MEN-OF-WAR IN JERSEY 
HARBOURS. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
foreign war vessels are constantly manceu- 
vring in and out of the harbours of 
Jersey ; and whether there are any re- 
gulations limiting such vessels from 
practising these evolutions. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : No recent reports of 
the proceedings of foreign war vessels, as 
suggested in the question, have been 
received by the Admiralty. There are no 
special regulations as tou the limitation of 
vessels practising evolutions, but attention 
would be called to any infraction of inter- 
national usage, should such occur. 


Mr. LAMBERT: What are the rules 


of “international usage ” 4 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I have 


are no regulations. 


said there 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): Is it not notorious that French 
men-of-war have been manceuvring in 
these waters ? Is it in accordance with 
ordinary usage ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: My attention has 
not been called to the fact. 


ROYAL MARINE OFFICERS’ CLOTHING. 

Mr ARNOLD-FORSTER: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether officers of the Royal Marines 
serving on board ship in warm climates 
are compelled by regulation to wear 
white clothing, and are also compelled by 
regulation to wear khaki clothing when 
engaged in active operations ashore ; and, 
if so, whether he will sanction the 
adoption of one type of hot weather uni- 
form, so as to relieve officers of the Royal | 


{COMMONS} 


‘pelled by 


With reference | 


(uestions. 


864 
Marines of the heavy expense entailed 


' by the present arrangement. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I am informed that 
officers of the Royal Marines are not com- 
regulation to wear khaki 
clothing under any circumstances, but 
that description of uniform has been 
worn as a matter of convenience and dis. 
cretion in some recent active operations 
on shore. I will inquire further into the 
matter. 


INDIAN FAMINE--RELIEF STATISTICS, 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
can state the total number of persons on 
relief in the famine districts, and the 
number who are still being relieved in 
famine camps; and whether he will 
obtain the statistics of deaths from 
cholera, which are available in India, for 
the information of the House before the 
debate takes place on the Indian Budget. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The famine 
telegram, dated the 14th July, and 
published in the daily press, stated that 
6,148,000 were in receipt of relief, it 
added that, ‘ Village relief and advances 
were replacing relief works.” I cannot at 
present specity how many out of this 
total were relieved at their villages and 
how many were on relief works. I can 
obtain the total figures for cholera deaths 
in British districts and in Native States, 
so far as they are available in India, but 
they may not be sent in time for the 
debate on Thursday next. 


ADVANCES TO CULTIVATORS 
SEED AND CATTLE. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether in 
many of the famine districts from 75 to 
90 per cent. of the cattle have died; 
what proportion of the cultivators in the 
district affected will need advances for 
seed and cattle ; and what proportion of 
these can be assisted out of the 125 lacs 
allotted for the purpose, and the chari- 
table funds ; and whether he has infor- 
mation to show that there are enough 
cattle available in India to supply 
immediate needs; and if not, whether 
any steps are being taken to make good 
the deficiency from eisewhere. 


FOR 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no 
trustworthy information about the mor- 
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tality among cattle; nor can I give 
particulars as to the proportion of culti- 
yators that will be relieved from advances 
made by Government and from the 
charitable fund respectively. If the 
funds already allotted for this purpose 
prove insufficient more money will be 
granted. No cattle have been brought 
into Incia from outside to meet the 
present need ; but cattle are being moved 
into the famine districts from more 
prosperous parts of India. 


LOANS TO NATIVE STATES. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT: T beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India what steps, 
if any, are being taken to assist the 
Governments of the Native States to 
obtain the necessary funds for making 
advances to cultivators for the purchase 
of plough cattle and seed grains. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The loans to 
Native States for famine purposes and 
the grants to chose States from the 
Charitable Fund are intended to cover the 
necessary advances and gifts to cultivators 
in those tracts. In my answer to the 
hon. Member for Banffshire on Thursday, 
Istated the amount of those Joans.; Up 
to the end of May 264 lacs (£177,000) 
had also been allotted by the Central 
Committee of the Charitable Fund for ex- 
penditure in Native States. 


INDIAN RAILWAYS—FINANCIAL 
ARRANGEMENT. 

Mr. GORDON (Elgin and Nairn): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether, in calculating the rate of 
interest under the contract powers for 
paying off (by annuities) the shareholders 
of the East Indian Railway Company in 
1880, the Eastern Bengal Railway Com- 
pany in 18&4, and the Scinde Railway 
Company in 1886, the agreed results 
(namely, £4 6s., £3 17s., and £3 16s. 6d.) 
were the outcome of the same methods of 
interpretation as explained before a Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons in 1879 
by Sir Louis Mallet, Mr. Danvers, and 
Viseount Cranbrook. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The East 
Indian Railway was bought under a 
Special arrangement outside the contract 
which the Select Committee of 1879 (of 
which I was chairman) agreed to, on the 





+ See page 465 of this volume. 
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) understanding that the rate fixed was not 


to form a precedent. Indetermining the 
terms of subsequent purchases under the 
Acts of Parliament the other two railways 
were bought under the contract, and the 
rate of interest was determined by the 
governor and the deputy-governor of the 
Bank as prescribed by contract. I have 
no knowledge of the view they took of 
the evidence given before the Select Com- 
mittee of 1879. 


Mr. GORDON: May I ask whether 
the same method was followed on the 
three occasions 4 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I should 

imagine not, because the Committee of 
which I was chairman distinctly laid it 
down that sanction was only given to: 
the exceptional purchase in 1879 on the 
understanding that it was net to form a 
precedent. 


Mr. GORDON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether the 
rates of interest agreed to by the Indian 


(sovernment on the termination of the 
contracts of the East Indian, Eastern. 


Bengal, and Scinde Railway Companies. 
during the past twenty years—namely, 
£4 6s., £3 17s., and £3 16s. 6d. per cent. 
—represented the average rate of interest 
received by persons who invested in the 
three India sterling stocks during the 
two-year period relating to each of those 
three contracts. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: As I have 
before said, the purchase of the Kast 
Indian Railway stands on quite a different 
footing from those of the Kastern Bengal 
and Scinde Railway Companies, and was 
not based on the average rate of interest 
received by investors. I have no know- 
ledye of how the Governor and Deputy 
Governor of the Bank of England caleu- 
lated the rate of interest for the annuities 
of the other two purchases. 


Mr. GORDON: Will the noble Lord 
make inquiry ? 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: According to. 
the contract, the Governor and Deputy 
(Jovernor are given the power of deciding 
what the rate is. I think it would be 
most improper for the Secretary of State 
to interfere with their discretion in any 


| Way. 
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STATE - AIDED RAILWAYS — DETER- 
MINATION OF CONTRACTS. 

Mr. GORDON : I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary of State for India whether it is 
the intention of the Indian Government 
to pay due respect to the precedents es- 
tablished during the past twenty years in 
their policy regarding the determination 
of any future railway contracts ; and, if 
not, whether he will give due notice of 
this intention, and an explanation of his 
policy in the matter. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: It is the in- 
tention of the Secretary of State in 
Council to act on all occasions of this kind 
in strict conformity with the terms pre- 


scribed in the contracts wit . the various | 
| Postmaster General, the Secretary to the 


Indian railway companies. 
COAST PROTECTORATE— 
SPIRIT IMPORTS. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


NIGER 


State for the Colonies whether he ean s: Ly 


what was the amount of spirits imported 
into the Niger Coast Protectorate during 
the months of March, April, 
June in the years 1898 and 1899 re- 
spectively ; and whether any, and, if any, 
what number of native traders in Opobo 
and Old Calabar have paid duties on their 
stocks in store, under the proclamation 
of 17th May, and the amount of such 
duty. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I regret that I am un- 
able to say what was the amount of spirits 
imported into the Niger Coast Protector- 
ate in the months specified, as the Returns 
received give only the total imports for 
each year, and no information has been 
received as to the duties paid on stocks 
by native traders in Opobo and Old 
Calabar. 


COMMU- 
CuM- 


TELEGRAPHIC 
-DEPARTMENTAL 


IMPERIAL 
NICATION- 
MITTEE. 
Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): I 

beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 

if he would state to the House the compo- 
sition of the Departmental Committee on 
the system of Cable Telegraphs of the 

Empire, the scope, and the terms of its 

reference. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. 
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|ton): The terms of reference are “To 


inquire into the present system of tele- 
graphic communication between different 
parts of the Empire, and to consider in 
what respects it requires to be supple- 
mented. To investigate the relations 
between private cable companies and the 


‘Imperial and Colonial Governments (in- 


cluding the Government of India), the 
amount of control at present exercised by 
these Governments, and the policy which 
should be pursued by them in future, 
especially when new concessions are 
sought. To examine existing rates, to 
report how far they are fair and reason- 
able; and, if not, how any reduction 
The Committee will 
consist of Lord Balfour of Burleigh, the 


Treasury, the Under Secretaries for India 
and the Colonies, and two members from 
the Intelligence branches of the Admiralty 
and the War Office. 


Sm EDWARD SASSOON : Will the 


Committee have power to send for persons 


and Papers ? 
May, and | 


Mr. HANBURY: Certainly. 

Sm EDWARD SASSOON : Will the 
evidence and Report be printed ? 

Mr. HANBURY: That I cannot Say. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
hon. Gentleman undertake to supplement 
the Committee by two gentlemen of 
common sense ? 


SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AUTHORITIES 
-BYE-LAWS IN AGRICULTURAL 
DISTRICTS. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, Basing- 
stoke): I beg to ask the Vice-P resident 
of the Committee of Council on Educe- 
tion if he can state how many school 
attendance authorities have made bye- 
laws under the Elementary Education 
Act of 1899, providing for the exemption 
of school attendance during certain 
months of the year of children between 
the ages of eleven ard thirteen who are 
employed in agriculture. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE _ COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): There are thirty-six such 
bye-laws now ready for sanction. 
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CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE ON 
EDUCATION. 

Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- 
dale): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 


the Committee of Council on Education , 


whether he is aware that the Association 
of Technical Institutions has addressed a 
letter to the President of the Board, 
asking him to receive a deputation of that 
body to submit to him their views on the 
composition of the Consultative Com- 
mittee appointed by him, and named in 
the Draft Order in Council now lying 
upon the Table of this House, and to call 
his attention to the fact that the Com- 
mittee as constituted is wholly academic 
and includes no representative of the 
‘scientific, technical, and commercial 
industries of the country, in which 
the practical results of our system of 
national education have to be tested ; 
whether this omission is intended to 
imply that the Board of Education will 
not seek from the Consultative Committee 
any assistance in determining and im- 
proving, from time to time, the character 
and quality of the whole system of our 
national education ; whether it is the in- 
tention of the Board of Education to ex- 
clude all questions from the matters re- 
ferred to the Committee by the Board ; 
and whether, if this be the case, the Vice- 
President of the Board will explain to 
the House what are the functions and 
responsibilities (if any) which the Con- 
sultative Committee will be required to 
perform. 


Sir J. GORST: The answer to the 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
affirmative, and to the second and third 
paragraphs in the negative. The fune- 
tions of the Consultative Committee 
are defined in the fourth Section of the 
Board of Education Act, 1899; they 
are:—(a) to frame regulations for a 
register of teachers and (b) to advise the 
Board of Education on any matter re- 
ferred to the Committee by the Board. 


Mr. MATHER: Will Section 4 cover 
such questions as the improvement of our 
system of national education 4 


Sir J. GORST: Yes, if referred to the 
Committee by the Board. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY MAPS. 


Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I bez to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
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of Council on Education whether his 
attention has been called to the limited 
sales of maps prepared by the Geological 
Survey; can he explain how it is that 
while the annual cost of the Survey is 
upwards of £17,000, the receipts from the 
sale of the maps is less than £1,000 ; 
whether he has observed that tne maps, 
being published on the one-inch scale, are 
too small for many purposes, and that the 
six-inch maps can only be obtained on 
special application, and coloured by hand 
at a high price, and that their existence 
is but little known ; whether similar maps 
of other countries are printed in colours, 
and published at a much lower price ; and 
will he look into the question with a view 
to making them more widely useful. 


Str J. GORST: A Departmental Com- 
mittee has been appointed by the Lord 
President of the Council to inquire into 
various matters regarding the Geological 
Survey, and no definite answer can be 
given vo the questions asked until the 
Committee has reported. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD AUDIT 
CASE. 

Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Hertfordshire, 
Hertford) : I beg toask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion whether he is aware of the cause 
of the delay in submitting to the Queen’s 
Bench the London School Board audit 
case, with reference to the alleged illegal 
expenditure by the Board of ratepayers’ 
money on secondary education ; and will 
he take steps to secure that the case 
should in the public interest be submitted 
immediately. 


Sir J. GORST: [ am not aware of any 
cause which prevents the London School 
Joard audit case being now submitted to 
the Queen’s Bench Division. The Board 
of Education is not a party to the record, 
and has no right to interfere in the case. 
I do not know what step it is possible for 
the Board of Education to take to expe- 
dite the proceedings, but an immediate 
decision of the question is of the most 
urgent importance in the interests of 
education, both to the school boards and 
the Government Department. 


RECENT POSTAL DELAYS. 
Sm GEORGE FARDELL (Paddington, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as repesenting the Postmaster 
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General, whether he can have steps taken 
to remedy the inconvenience experienced 
by residents in Sheringham, Norfolk, 
caused by the alteration in the postal 
arrangements, the effect of which is that 
letters coming by the night mail from 
London and elsewhere are not delivered 


until the second post instead of in the | 


early morning as heretofore. 


Mr. HANBURY: The effect of the 
recent alterations in the postal arrange- 
ments at Sheringham will be to accelerate 
the first delivery of letters at that place, 
and letters posted in time for the night 
mail from London should be included in 
that delivery. The Postmaster General 
regrets that, owing to mistakes in sorting 
and to the recent temporary disarrange- 
ment of the postal service in London, 
some letters for Sheringham which should 
have been included in the first delivery 
have not been delivered until the second. 
Proper notice has been taken of the errors 
in sorting, and the Postmaster General 
hopes that the Service will be more 
regularly performed in future. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Can 
the right hon. Gentleman give us any 
date when the confusion at the Post 
Office will be ended ? 

Mr. HANBURY: I can only give the 
assurance which the Post Office have 
repeatedly given me, to the effect that 
the confusion is over already. 

Sir GEORGE FARDELL also asked 
a supplementary question, which was in- 
audible. 

Mr. HANBURY’SS reply was that he 
had no information, but would find out. 


EXCESS POSTAGE. 


Mr. DUCKWORTH — (Lancashire, 
Middleton): I beg to ask the Secre- 


tary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if he is aware 
that quantities of letters are delivered 
without the ordinary penny stamp being 
aflixed, on which twopence is charged on 
delivery, and that one London postman 
on a certain day collected 5s. in this way 
on his round ; and can he say if the per- 
centage of letters so charged has greatly 
increased since the change was made from 
the old red stamp, and, if so, does it arise 
from insufficient gumming or inferior 
quality of adhesive material used, and 
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can he state the number of unstamped 
letters posted in a year, and of stamps 
found in receptacles in which letters are 
posted, how much the postal authori- 
ties gain yearly by stamps thus found, 
how much from letters unstamped, and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of a reduction of the twopenny fee charged 
on unstamped letters. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not aware how many letters 
are charged 2d. on delivery because they 
do not bear a penny stamp. No records 
of such letters are kept, and it cannot be 
stated, therefore, whether the number of 
charges has increased or diminished since 
the old red stamp was discontinued. The 
value of stamps found loose in post offices 
and left on post office counters by the 
public amounts in one vear to about 
£300. The quality of the gum used is 
satisfactory, and the Postmaster General 
believes that postage stamps, which are 
now made of thinner paper, adhere more 
firmly than formerly to the covers to 
which they are affixed. It is not con- 
sidered desirable to reduce the twopenny 
fee charged on unstamped letters. The 
expense of collecting charges for deficient 
postage is considerable. 


INCOME TAX DEDUCTIONS. 

Mr. HAZELL: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, in reference 
to deductions for income tax, whether in 
the past, when the income tax has been 
lowered, it has been the custom to deduct 
the tax at the lower rate in respect of 
income accruing after 5th April upon the 
class of securities which are now under 
similar circumstances charged at Ls. 
The answer is in 


Mr. HANBURY: 


the affirmative. 


SEIZURES OF FOREIGN PRISON-MADE 
GOODS. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury in how many 
instances the Prison-made Goods Act 
has been put in force, and what has been 
the value and the nature of the goods 
that have come under its operation. 


Mr. HANBURY: There have been 
six consignments only since the passing 
of the Act 60 and 61 Vic., chap. 63, in 
which the Commissioners of Customs were 
satisfied that goods imported into. the 
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United Kingdom were in whole or in 
part of prison origin. ‘The goods were in 
each case mats which the Commissioners 
were satisfied had been, at least, partially 
manufactured in Belgium by convict 
labour. The six consignments consisted 
of 126 bundles of the declared value of 


£183. The whole of the mats were 
seized and subsequently destroyed by 
fire. 

DISTRICT MESSENGERS COMPANY. 


CoLtonEL MILWARD (Stratford-upon- 
Avon): May I ask whether it is true 
that the licence of the District Messengers 
Company is not to be renewed. 


Mr. HANBURY: I know nothing 
officially on the subject. About three 
years ago, on behalf of the Treasury, [ 
reduced the royalty in connection with 
this company for the purpose of en- 
couraging it. 


WATER FOR CATTLE ON RAILWAYS, 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for the St. 
Patrick Division of Dublin, I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether during the continuance of this 
exceptionally hot weather special arrange- 
ments could be made by the railway 
companies in the three kingdoms to enable 
live stock to obtain water upon journeys 
ofany distance or delays exceeding six 
hours. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Rircuir, Croydon) : 
My right hon. triend the President of the 
board of Agriculture informs me that the 
Water Supply on Railways Order of 
1895 requires that water shall be pro- 
vided at about 1,100 railway stations in 
Great Britain for the use of animals 
carried by rail. He has received no com- 
plaint as to the inadequacy of these ar- 
rangements, which he believes to be fully 
suificient to meet the object which the 
hon. Member has in view. 


THIRD-CLASS SEASON TICKETS. 

Mr. STEPHENS (Middlesex, Hornsey): 
{beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that many of the rail- 
Way companies running into London, 
though issuing season tickets to first and 
second class passengers, refuse to issue 


season tickets to third-class passengers, | 
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and that, in consequence, third-class are 
compelled to pay in most cases more than 
first-class, and in all cases more than 
second-class passengers. Can he explain 
why first, second, and third class pas- 
sengers are not treated alike with regard 
to season tickets, and required to pay an 
equal proportionate charge for them ; 
and whether he will consider the position 
of the railway companies towards the 
poorer classes of suburban travellers, and 
take steps to secure for them conditions 
for season tickets similar to those ac- 
corded to first and second class passengers. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The issue of season 
tickets by railway companies is a volun- 
tary act on their part. They are not 
under legal obligation to do anything of 
the kind, and it follows that the Board of 
Trade are not in a position to intervene, 
If, however, the hon. Member is prepared 
and desires to give me a specific case, or 
cases, of hardship, the Board will be 
happy to use their good offices to obtaina 
fair consideration of the matter. 


CONVICT WARDERS AND THE RE- 
SERVE — PORTLAND ESTA BLISH- 
MENT. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): I beg to ask the: Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
how many Reservists have been taken 
from the prison warders and civil guards 
in Her Majesty’s convict prisons, and to 
what extent have their places been filled 
up; will he explain why at the present 
time only six warders are now employed 
at the West Quarries of the Portland 
convict establishment to supervise 170 
convicts, whereas the recognised propor- 
tion is one warder for every ten convicts ; 
and whether the absence of a larger statf 
has tended to produce insubordination ; 
and how many cases at Portland of 
flogging for prison offences have there 
been during the last six months. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 


‘THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 


Wuite Ruipvey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
Fifty-three Reservists have been taken 
from the prison warders and convict 
guards in convict prisons. Their places 
have been filled with one exception. The 
number of convicts employed in the West 
Quarries is on the average 204, and the 
number of officers employed to supervise 
them ia seventeen. ‘This is one to twelve. 
The proportion of one warder to every 
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ten convicts includes officers sick, on 
leave, and on escort, and is a fixed pro- 
portion of staff to cover all contingencies. 
The percentage of staff at Portland and 
other convict prisons has, in fact, been 
increased, and is over 10 per cent. There 
is no foundation for the suggestion that 
the absence of a larger staff has tended to 
produce insubordination. The number of 
cases of corporal punishment at Portiand 
during the last six months was five. 


CONVICT WARDERS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the warders at the four 
convict prisons petitioned last year for an 


increase in their pensions, and what reply, | 


if any, has been sent to them. 


*Smr M. WHITE RIDLEY : I may refer 
the hon. Member to an answer which I 
gave to the hon. Member for the Rich- 
mond Division of Yorkshire on 12th 
March last, to the effect that such 
petitions have been received, but that the 
question of pensions is primarily one for 
the Treasury, and that I am not at present 
prepared to propose the legislation which 
would be necessary in order to carry the 
prayer of petition into effect. 


SHEFFIELD LAUNDRY PROSECUTION, 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether the Victoria Laun- 
dries, Limited, of Howard Street, Shef- 
field, who have been recently prosecuted 
and fined for breaches of the Factory 
Acts, are, as they assert, contractors to 
Her Majesty’s Government ; anda, if so, 
to what Department. 


*Sin M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have 
ascertained that the firm in question have 
a contract with the War Oftice to wash 
for Shettield Parracks. 


BAIL REGULATIONS. 

Mr. HAZELL (Leicester) : 1 beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the statements of 
Mr. Justice Wright in charging the grand 
jury at the Derbyshire Assizes on the 
11th instant, in reference to the detention 
of persons awaiting trial ; whether he is 
aware that it appeared from the calendar 
before the Court that accused persons had 
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| been detained for periods amounting in 
the aggregate to three years; that this 
/was mainly due to justice’s clerks being 
ignorant of recent legislation which re- 
/moved difficulties once existing with 
| regard to bail; and that, in particular, a 
man was brought before Mr. Justice 
Wright charged with perjury, who had 
been ten weeks in prison awaiting trial, 
and the jury found him innocent ; while 
in two other charges where persons were 
convicted of manslaughter they were 
| discharged because they had been three 
/months in prison awaiting trial; and 
what action does the Government propose 
to take to prevert similar occurrences in 
' future. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs): 
My attention has been called to the 


\remarks of Mr. Justice Wright at 
the Derbyshire Assizes. I under- 


stand that in discharging the grand 
jury the learned Judge modified these 
remarks in respect of two or three 
prisoners who had been offered bail before 
the magistrates and had refused _ it. 
There appears to be no doubt that there 
had been a good deal of detention before 
trial which might have been prevented 
by the exercise of the power of the 
magistrates to grant bail, but I have not 
been able to verify all the details stated 
in the second paragraph of the question. 
The Bail Act of 1898 was passed with the 
object of preventing unnecessary deten- 
tion, and the Government have under 
consideration the propriety of taking 
steps to call the attention of justices’ 
clerks to the provisions of this Act. 
CONSTRUCTION IN THE 
ISLAND OF LEWIS. 

Mr. CALDWELL: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty, I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the construction of the road between 
Cromore and Graver, in the Park District 
of the Island of Lewis, is now being pro- 
ceeded with; and, if not, will he state 
the cause of the delay. 


ROAD 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that they are still awaiting the 
information from the district committee 
referred to in the answer given to the 
hon. Member on Ist May last. 
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INVER WATER SUPPLY 

Mr. CALDWELL: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty I 
heg to ask the Lord Advocate whether the 
Secretary for Scotland is aware that the 
medical officer of health for Ross and 
Cromarty reports that the water supply 
of the village of Inver, in the parish of 
Tain, about which complaints were made 
last year, 1s still unsatisfactory ; and will 
he state what steps have been taken by 
the Local Government Board in the 
matter. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Local Government Board 
that they have been in constant com- 
munication during last year with East 


Ross District Committee and on 26th | 


April last received from the local medical 
officer an assurance that the local 
authority had agreed to protect the wells, 
cover them up, and put pumps in them, 
and that the works were to be proceeded 
with immediately. As an excuse for 
delay in completing these measures the 
local authority now plead the ignorance 
and prejudice of the people, who are said 
to be quite satisfied with the present 
state of matters, and have accordingly 
broken a pump which had been put up 
by a private benefactor. I am to add 
that the Local Government Board will 
lose no opportunity of pressing the local 
authority to do their duty in the 
matter. 


CRIME IN) COUNTY MONAGHAN. 

Mr. DALY (Monagh: in, 8.) : I be »F to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of lreland whether he is aware 
that, at the recent assizes in the county 
Monaghan, the judge said that he inter- 
viewed the county inspector of police, 


who reported the county to be in a, 


most satisfactory state and almost free 
from crime; and whether, under these 
circumstances, he will advise the removal 
of the operation of the Peace Preserva- 
tion Act from the county of Monaghan. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The reply to the first para- 
graph is in theatiirmative. The Govern- 
ment do not consider it desirable to  re- 
voke the proclamation of the county 
Monaghan under the provisions of the 
Peace Preservation Act. 
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IRISH POLICE BATONS AND 
HANDCUFFS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord ~ Lie utenant 
of Ireland if he can state where the 
batons and handcuffs used by the police 

Ireland are made, and what is the 
capital cost of those now employed by the 
Royal Irish Constabulary and Dublin 
Metropolitan Police. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The batons 
and handcuffs used by the Irish police 
were obtained many years ago froma 
firm in Dublin; it is not known where 
they were made. The estimated cost of 
these articles was about £1,900. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


Were they made: 
in Germany 4 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: They 
obtained in Dublin, many years ago. 


were: 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will arrange, 
with a view to the passing next year of 
the County Courts (Ireland) Bill, to pre- 
pare and circulate a draft of the rules, 
orders, and forms proposed to be made 
under it, including the scale of court fees, 
proposed to be charged to litigants. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I cannot,. 
without consulting the Lord Chancellor 
for Ireland, undertake to act on the sug- 
gestion of the hon. Member, but the 
matter will be considered. 
HEALY : 


I will re- 


Mr. MAURICE 


peat the question. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT RE- 
TURNS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY :-I beg toask: 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will grant 
a Return showing the population, “Jocal. 
government electorate, and poor law 
valuation of each county, county district 
(rural and urban), and electoral division 
or ward in each such district in Ireland,, 
and of the number of county and district 
councillors for each such county, county 
district, electoral division, or ward. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There is no 
objection, in principle, to a Return such 
as indicated, but it. would. take consider- 
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able time and labour to prepare, and | 


could not in any case be ready before 
October. Under all the circumstances I 
think it would be better to postpone the 
preparation of the Return until after the 
approaching census, as the population | 
and valuation of the altered areas can | 
then be stated with a degree of accuracy | 
which could not be shown if the Return | 
were prepared now. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Would not | 
that involve postponement for another | 
year 4 | 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 
‘(Gentleman will communicate with the | 
Local Government Board, I think it! 
would serve his purpose much better. | 
IRISH TEACHERS AND RESULTS FEES. | 

Mr. M‘DERMOTT (Kilkenny, N.): I 


If the hon. | 


‘beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 


Commissioners 
Ireland will | 


why the 

Education in 
not pay the equivalent for results 
fees now due to teachers in whose 
schools the results period terminated on 
30th June, such as the presentation 
convent school in Kilkenny and the 
Castlecomer Convent School, sooner than 
the middle of next October, whereas the 
teachers of schools in which the results 
,period terminated on 31st May are to be 
paid these equivalents in the middle of 
this month. And can he state when will 
the old arrears of the Education Grant, 
due to Irish National school teachers for 
1892 and subsequent years, be paid to 
ithem, 


will explain 
of National 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Schools ex- 
amined for results in former years in the 
June quarter will be paid the equivalent 
grant, as far as possible, with the June 
quarterly payments, and schools, including 
the two specially referred to in the 
question, whose results examinations took 
place in the September quarter will be 
paid the grant with the salary payments 
for that quarter. A Supplementary 
Estimate for the payments mentioned in 
the second paragraph has already been 
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introduced, but the payments cannot be 

made until the Vote has been passed. 

HOUSE LICENCES IN | 
IRELAND. 


PUBLIC 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
arrange for an annual Return of the 
number of new  public-house _ licences 
granted and extinguished in each quarter 
sessions division in Ireland, showing in 
each case whether the new licence was 
granted in substitution for an existing 
licence. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Tam making 
inquiry into this matter, and will ask the 
hon Member to repeat the question on 
Thursday next. 


ROYAL TRISH CONSTABULARY — 
HOUSE RENT ALLOWANCES, 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the allowance made for house rent 
to all married members of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary below the rank of district 
inspector is only 1s. per week; and can 
he state what allowance is made for the 
same purpose to district and county 
inspectors, and at what date the amount 
in question was first fixed, and on wat 
principle it was arrived at. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The fact is as 
stated in the first paragraph ; but married 
members of the force below the rank of 
district inspector are also exempt from a 
statutory deduction of Is. per week from 
their pay, which exemption practically 
raises the lodging allowance to £5 4s. per 
annum. A lodging allowance at the rate 
of £21 5s. 10d. per annum was fixed in 
1870 in the case of a district inspector of 
the third class. The allowances payable 
to district inspectors of the second and 
first class vary, according to the length of 
service, from £27 10s. to £40, and a 
county inspector receives an allowance of 
£50. These allowances were fixed in 
1882. The allowances to officers and men 
were fixed on a consideration of the class 
of house or lodging accommodation 
which, having regard to their rank in the 
force, they would be expected to occupy. 


KILTEEVAN DRUM AND FIFE BAND. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 5.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that un Sunday, 6th May, when 
the Kilteevan (county Roscommon) fife 


and drum band was returning from Kos- 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to| common to Kilteevan the members were 
.ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | accosted by District Inspector Rogers in 
| 
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insulting language, and that he further 
stated that if he had sufficient force he 
would disperse them, while, upon that and 
the following Sunday, Sergeant Higgins 
interfered to prevent the leader or the 
band addressing his comrades ; and can he 
state by what authority these officials 
acted in such a manner. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : Iam informed 
there is no foundation for the statements 
in the question so far as the district 
inspector is concerned. It is true that 
the sergeant prevented one of the leaders 
of the band from addressing a meeting. 
The band, accompanied by a large crowd, 
had been demonstrating at certain grazing 
farms in the locality with the evident 
object of intimidating the persons who 
hold these farms. The sergeant had 
warned the ringleaders that their conduct 
was illegal. 


SUTTON TO HOWTH TRAMWAY. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
the Great Northern (Ireland) Company 
dispute that the construction of their 
tramway from Sutton to Howth is illegal ; 
and, if it is not in accordance with the 
Act, will he state whether the Board of 
Trade have ever previously sanctioned a 
line made contrary to statutory provi- 
sions ; and, if so, where. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon) : 
I understand that the answer to the 


first paragraph is in the affirmative. | 
= 


As to the second paragraph the Board 
have no powers either to sanction 
or not to sanction the line. They 
cannot determine the legal questions at 
issue, they are merely prepared to certify 
the line as fit for traffic on the under- 
standing that the company will at an 
early date apply for such further Parlia- 
wentary powers as may be found to be 
necessary, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman’s inspector ascertain by 
reference to the Act the condition of the 
line, and whether the line is now in a 
legal state ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: It is no part of our 
duty, nor have we inspectors qualified to 
(letermine the law on matters of that kind. 
All that the Board of Trade have to do is 
to certify that the line is fit to be opened 


VOL. LXXXVI. 


[FourTH SERIES. | 
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for public traffic. We have to look after 
matcers of safety and nothing more. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it not part of 
the function of the Board of Trade, where 
the Act of Parliament states that the line 


' shall be laid on a level with the road, and 


when it is laid one foot and a half above 
that level, to state whether the line is 
legal or illegal ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: No; our functions are 
confined to questions of safety. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then I will ask 
the Attorney General whether he will 
consider whether an indictment should 
not be presented in regard to this line. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! If the 


' hon. Member wishes to put a question ot 
that kind he must give notice. 


SLIGO AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY—MIXED TRAINS. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 


ithe President of the Board of Trade 
| whether he is aware that all trains run on 


the Sligo and Northern Counties Railway 
are not made up of passenger carriages, 
but mainly of heavily laden goods wagons ; 
that on some parts of the line the engines 
are unable to do the haulage except at a 
slow pace ; and that, at all the stations 
except two, passengers are det#ined at 
the risk of accidents and to their inconve- 
nience while the shunting is being carrie i 
on, and about which the travelling public 
complain ; and seeing that, owing to this 
practice, it takes about three hours at the 
present rate of sixteen miles an hour to 
run from Sligo to Enniskillen and vice 
versa, whether steps will be taken to 
improve the present system of working 
this line. 


Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir; but I shall 
be happy to communicate with the rail- 
way company and direct their attention 
to the allegation made in the hon. 
Member's question. 


TRUCK ACT PROSECUTION AT 
DUNGLOE SESSIONS. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) : 
I bey to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. Patrick O’Donnell, of 
Doochary, county Donegal, was recently 
fined £5 and £2 costs at Dungloe Petty 
Sessions for a breach of the Truck Act ; 
and that the Queen’s Bench has since 

21 
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ruled on appeal, in another case heard 
from the same petty sessions, that the 
Truck Act does not apply to such persons 
as those supplied with goods by the 
defendant ; and whether the Government 
will order the amount of fine and costs to 
be remitted to Mr. O’Donnell. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATkrnson, Lendonderry, 
N.): My right hon. friend has asked me 
to reply tothis question. The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The proper course to adopt in all such 
cases is for the person concerned to 
petition the Lord Lieutenant praying for 
a remission of the fine and a return of the 
costs. Any such petition, if forwarded 
by Mr. O’Donnell, will be considered. 


Questions. 


UNSUCCESSFUL _ APPLICATION 
AGAINST THE DONEGAL JUSTICES. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any and what 
reply has been given to the application 
on behalf of Major Johnson and the other 
Donegal Justices to be allowed their ex- 
penses in reference to the recent un- 
successful application to attach them ; 
whether he is aware that Chief Baron 
Palles, in refusing to mike the condi- 
tional order absolute, stated he regretted 
he had no power to award costs to the 
justices, and that he was shocked at the 
action of Mr. Mackey, the Crown solicitor, 
who, in order to obtain a conditional 
order for attachment against the justices, 
suppressed the fact that the mandamus 
had been complied with, and pretended 


that no case had been stated ; is he aware | 


that the justices handed him the case at 


petty sessions, which he declined to take ; | 


and they then sent him the case by regis- 
tered letter, which he refused to lodge ; 
that he detatched a portion of the case 
thus sent him and aflixed it to another 
document signed by a minority of the 
justices, and lodged the joinc product as 
if it were a genuine case stated ; that the 
judge of the Queen’s Bench to whom the 
case was finally sent decided that the case 
originally refused by Mr. Mackey was a 
good case, and dismissed the attachment 
on the ground that the mandamus had 
been complied with ; and that the court 
then heard the appeal on the case, and 
upheld the decision of the justices ; and 
whether, under these circumstances, the 
Crown will see fit to recoup to the justices 
the expenses incurred by them in success- 
fully defending themselves. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: A reply has been affirm 
given to the solicitor’s letter to the effect those 
that, as all the costs referred to were in- Febru 
curred by reason of the fact that the Solicit 
justices illegally and improperly refused Crow! 
‘to state a case for the opinion of the due t 
Queen’s Bench Division when required so efforts 
to do, the Crown must refuse to pay tinuot 
them the costs. I believe the Chief Baron favour 
| did state that he regretted he had no believ 
power to award costs to the justices. It not, 1 
is impossible within the proper limits of verdic 
an answer to a question, to give an epi- notice 
tome of the facts of the intricate litigation instan 
'referred to. I have read over several larger 
times the authorised shorthand notes of I may, 
| the judgment of the court, and do not Queen 
find that it contains any censure on Mr, Assize 
| Mackey or any other Crown official. No panel « 
reference is made in this judgment to to stan 
‘the other statements contained in the 
question, but as far as I have been able to Cap 
| ascertain, most of them are without will tl 
| foundation, and others misrepresent the ceive f 
actual facts. I have been informed, how- [No 
ever, that the Lord Chief Baron, speaking i 
in ignorance necessarily of the ultimate DRIF’ 
course contemplated by the Executive M 
should they have been successful in the W - 
litigation then at hearing, found some hy D 
fauit with the mode in which the case had land ¢ 
been conducted by the counsel. Not- j Be 
withstanding the observations of the Lord oo See 
Chief Baron, I am quite prepared, should et ” 
the occasion offer, to justify in this House a se 
the action of the Crown in every particu- oS 
lar. The reply to the last paragraph is —* 
| in the negative. THE 
DEPAI 
CORK ASSIZES—SELECTION OF vor IR 
JURYMEN. County 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to buon te 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland to in th 
whether his attention has been called to an inq) 
the proceedings at the Cork Assizes on Inspect 
‘the 18th instant, in connection with the diency « 
| trial of aman named Cadogan, charged § yco of « 
'with the murder of a land agent named Figo 1 
| Bird ; whether he is aware that on the possible 
‘long jury panel being called over, over 
sixty jurors were ordered by the Crown PROT! 
| to stand aside; was this system of jury Mr 
| selection adopted with the sanction « §,, org 
| the Law Officers of the Crown ; and, if 0, fang of 
| what were the reasons ; and can he state fj), Ad 
| whether there is any precedent at a posal of 
| criminal assize for ordering such anum- Jjn.t, 4, 
| ber of citizens qualified to act as jurorsto Fyini, y 
| stand aside. . 
| Mr. ATKINSON: The answer to the Mr. ] 
first and second paragraphs is in the f stated, | 
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afirmative. No directions other than | fisheries from the depredations of trawlers 

those contained in the Circular of 12th | must be defrayed out of the funds at the 

February, 1894, addressed to Crown | disposal of the Department for fishery 

Solicitors, were given. The action of the | purposes. The Admiralty have decided 

Crown Solicitor in the present case was | not to undertake this work. 

due to the fact that he was aware that ‘ 

efforts had been extensively and con- | b POWER: Have not three gun- 

tinuously made to influence the jurors in | + sone been placed at the disposal of the 

favour of the accused, and he reasonably | 1000 in Scotland for the protection of 

believed that the men set aside would the country’s fisheries ? 

not, if sworn, have given an impartial | ; 

rent a is oi poe . ig wo nae AT 

notice to obtain particulars o e man "i 

instances in which as many or even a_ CAPTAIN DONELAN : On behalf of 
: the hon. Member for North Kerry, I beg 


larger number of jurors were set aside. 4 ; sie? : 
I may, however, mention the case of the to ask the Vice-President of the Depart- 


Queen v. Morey, tried at the Cork Winter reais of gerne oH rorpentighg 
Assizes of 1893, when forty-one out of a 7° can state who 1s the ighthouse ates 
aces nore were ordered | authority in the Cahirciveen and Valentia 
panel of seventy-four jurors were ordered dieite enue Ba poe Gite 
to stand aside. ’ y erry, and whether, in 
the event of the Kerry County Council, 
Captain DONELAN: What reward | who have already made a representation 
will the Law Officers of the Crown re- on this matter, being the local authority, 
ceive for a service of this kind ? the Congested Districts Board will accede 
to their request, which is supported by 
the local fishermen, by erecting a bell 
— eee , | buoy and perch as already requested in 
page NET cigiarnentnll cael aggeo idl ths Called coos and Valentia distriota, so 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, as to save the lives and property of men 
W.): I beg to ask the Vice-President of engaged in the fishery industry. 
the Department of Agriculture for Ire- i 
land if the Board have received from the, Mr. PLUNKETT: I am_ informed 
fishermen of Arklow a petition praying there is no regularly constituted harbour 
for the removal of the restrictions upon | authority at the places mentioned, but 
drift-net fishing between sunrise and sun- | that the Irish Lights Board recognise the 
set; and, if so, whether the Board have County Council of Kerry in the matter 
come to any decision on the matter. of local lights. The question whether the 
M é | Congested Districts Board may make a 
Tae VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE | contribution to the Kerry County Council 
DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE | in respect of the works referred to at 
rok IRELAND (Mr. Prunxert, Dublin) Valentia and Cahirciveen will be con- 
County, S.): The petition referred to has | sidered by the board at their next meeting. 
been received. No decision can be come | ‘ 
to in the matter by the Department until; EQUALISATION OF DUBLIN RATES. 
an inquiry shall have been held by the! fp T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Inspectors of Fisheries into the expe-| First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
diency of making a bye-law permitting the proposes to take steps to give effect to the 
use of drift-nets between sunrise and sun-| Ynanimous Report of the Joint Com- 
set. This inquiry will be held as soon as | mittee of Lords and Commons on the 
possible. Dublin Corporation Bill, recommending 
al te Kane Cia sp oa meuppruea | the Government to bring in a Public Bill 
PROTECTION OF IRISH FISHERIES. ‘for the Equalisation of Rates in the 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg) Dublin districts analogous to that passed 
to ask the Vice-President of the Depart- | foy London, and also enabling a joint rate 
ment of Agriculture for Ireland whether | for drainage and a Joint Drainage Board 
the Admiralty have placed at the dis-/t> be established for Dublin and the 
posal of the new Department any gun- townships of Rathmines and Pembroke. 
boats to prevent steam trawlers fishing 
within the proscribed limits. | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Any recom- 
mendation coming from so important a 
Mr. PLUNKETT: As I have already | body deserves and will have the careful 
stated, the cost of protecting the Irish © consideration of the Government, but, of 


212 


[No answer was given. | 
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course, it would be premature for us to! 


announce any policy on the subject at 


| 


present. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON LOCAL 
TAXATION. 
Mr. LAMBERT: ! beg to ask the) 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can state when the Royal Commission on | 
Local Taxation will present its Report. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am informed 
that the Commissioners are not in a 
position yet to state any date. 


CONTEMPT OF COURT. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: [ beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is aware that, so far back as 
October, 1882, legislation for the curtail- 
ment of the power of arbitrary committal 
for contempt of court was promised in 
the House of Commons by the Prime 
Minister of the day ; and whether, having 
regard to the remarks of the Chief Justice 
of England in April, 1896, and to the 
fact that one man has actually suffered 
imprisonment for 743 days for that offence, 
the Government will take steps for the 
introduction of legislation to define the 
power of Judges to commit for contempt 
of court, and to render that power subject 
to appeal. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot return any very satisfactory 
answer to this question. I certainly 
could not give the opinion of the Govern- 
ment without a much fuller opportunity 
of consulting my colleagues, and, in any 
case, it would be impossible to attempt 
any legislation on the subject in the 
course of the present session. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Can the First Lord of the Treasury give 
any information as to the course of busi- 
ness? There is a Blue-book relating to 
the Cape, the consideration of which is 
absolutely essential to the discussion of 
the Colonial Vote. It only came into the 
hands of such Members as applied at the 
Vote Office this afternoon, although it 
was promised it should reach hon. Mem- 
bers this morning. I think the right 
hon. Gentleman will see that this is 


rather short time to consider it in pre- 
paration for to morrow’s discussion. I 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman, if he 
can with convenience to the House and 
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the public, to postpone that Vote and 
take some other business on Tuesday, 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Lam sorry that 
a misadventure has occurred about the 
Blue-boek. These incidents make it very 
difficult for the Leader of the House to 
arrange the business to suit the con- 
venience of the members. Under the 
circumstances, I will go forward with Bills 
on Tuesday and Wednesday. I cannot 
say when the Colonial Vote will be 
taken, but I will give the earliest notifi- 
cation to the House that is in my power. 
The Companies Bill will be taken on 
Tuesday. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin): 
May I urge the right hon. Gentleman to 
fix Monday for the Colonial Oftice Vote, 
or, at all events, to give it preference 
over any other Vote on the very earliest 
day % 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My anxiety is 
to bring on the Vote as soon as possible, 
and it is only in deference to appeal made 


to me in avery responsible quarter of the 


House that I feel myself reluctantly com- 
pelled to postpone the Vote. I must be 
allowed to consider what date I may fix 
for it, and I shall be glad to take it on 


, Monday if it is convenient. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): Could not the Colonial Vote be 
taken on Thursday or Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that 
would be inconvenient, as those days have 
long been allocated. 


Mr. CHANNING: Will Effective Sup- 


ply be put down each night ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, but no 
attempt will be made to commence it 
after midnight. 


HIGHWAYS AND BRIDGES ACT (1991) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Order for Committee read, and dix 
charged ; Bill withdrawn. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Order for resuming adjourned debate 
on Amendment to Second Reading [2nd 
May] upon Wednesday, 25th July, read, 


‘and discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
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COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL 
[Lords]. 


Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
[Bill 310. } 

NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
James Archibald Morrison, Esquire, 


for the County of Wiltshire (Southern or | 


Wiltor. Division). 

EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
On the introduction of this Bill, 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 


Will the right hon. Gentleman the Secre- | 


tary to the Treasury explain what this 
Billis? Judging from the precedent of 
former years, [ expect it will be found to 
include an atrocious Act with reference to 
Ireland—an Act passed in 1881, and 
called the Peace Preservation Bill. Is it 
included ? 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton): Yes, it is. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNELLL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give the House a 
list of the Bills included in it, instead of 
dealing with the House of Commons in 
the cavalier manner of simply raising his 
hat! I believe there are something like 
thirty-four Acts included. I should like 
to give the House some information as to 
this Act, which was only to last five years, 
and ever since 1886 has been renewed 
year by year. It has now come to be a 
formal proceeding- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must be aware that the practice has been 





not to discuss any particular Bill on the | 


Second Reading, still less on the leave to 
introduce. ‘he proper time to discuss a 
particular Act is in Committee, when the 
schedule is reached. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I will con- 
tent myself with entering my protest 
against this method of keeping expiring 
Acts, and especially this atrocious Act, in 
force. 

Bill to continue various expiring Laws, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Hanbury 
and Mr. Attorney General. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 


“To continue various expiring Laws,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
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| time; to be read a second time To-morrow, 
and to be printed. [Bill 311.] 


MILITARY LANDS BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


| 
| 
| 
i 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyYNDHAM, 


Dover): It may be convenient that I 
should premise our consideration of the 
Second Reading of this Bill by a short 
‘explanation. The Bill comes down from 
another place, and since the House of 
Commons reserves to itself the exclusive 
right of initiating any proposals which 
may throw a charge even on local rate- 
payers, I need not deal with a great 
portion, at any rate, of the first three 
sections of the Bill until the Committee 
stage is reached. The object of the Bill 
is to amend the Military Lands Act of 
1892. That Act, I should like the House 
to bear in mind, was a consolidating Act 
and nothing more. It was introduced as 
such by the late Mr. Stanhope, then 
Secretary of State for War, and welcomed 
as such by Mr. Shaw-Lefevre. Govern- 
ments are too often pressed to introduce 
Acts to consolidate iegislation of this 
kind, and when they do so they some 
times incur a certain risk, either for 
themselves or for their successors. The 
date of the Act is often mistaken for the 
date of the policy embodied in the Act, 
and when defects are revealed in the Act 
we are told that the policy is compara- 
tively novel and experimental, and that 
any extension is to be deprecated pend- 
_ing lomger experience. I[ cannot too 
strongly insist that the Act of 1892 was 
a consolidation Act which simply codified 
previous attempts to achieve certain 
objects by certain methods. The object 
of previous legislation was to facilitate 
the acquisition by Volunteer corps of 
sites for rifle ranges, and these Acts 


authorised co-operation between local 
bodies and Volunteer corps for the 
purpose of financing the transaction. 


They also authorised the Secretary of 
State to draw up bye-laws to ensure that 
shooting was carried on with safety. The 
Volunteer Act of 1863, for example, 
| specifically laid down that corporations of 
| various descriptions might transfer land 
| to Volunteer corps for a period of twenty- 
‘one years, and authorised the Secretary 
,of State to make bye-laws. It is true 
‘that that Act only dealt with the acquisi- 
tion of sites for rifle ranges, and limited 
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the area to be acquired to four acres ; but 
these limitations disappeared in subse- 
quent enactments. The whole matter, as 
far as the principle is concerned, is in a 
nutshell. By the Regulation of the 
Forces Act, 1871, the power given by the 
Act of 1863 was extended to the acquisi- 
tion of land for drill-sheds and any 
military purpose sanctioned by the Secre- 
tary of State, and the provisions of the 
Act of 1863 were extended to the Yeo- 
manry and the Militia. I need not, how- 
ever, trouble the House with the Militia, 
as that force dropped out of all this legis- 
lation under the Militia Act, 1882. The 
House is aware that larger powers have 


Military 


constantly accrued by a__ series 
of Acts to popularly elected local 
bodies as they advanced in import- 


ance, and as they advanced also 
towards their present democratic basis. 
The whole of this series of Acts giving 
additional powers to popularly elected 


local bodies as they advanced in import- | corps. 
ance was accompanied by another series | 
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remaining tenth I might almost say its 
provisions are obvious. Of course, I am 
willing to concede that it is not enough 
to show in this House that a policy 
is an old one. It is also necessary, when 
we are asking for further powers, to show 
that it is a good one, because there are 
precedents for reversing a policy instead 
of confirming or extending it. I ask, is it 
or is it not a good case to say that local 
bodies shall co-operate financially in order 
to assist the Volunteer force? [ think it 
jis not difficult to prove that itis. It is 
sometimes urged—I believe it was urged 
iby the hon. Member for Mid 
|Lanark in 1897—that the whole 
force of anything and everything which 
| tends towards the additional efficiency of 
| the Volunteers ought to borne by the 
/national taxpayer, and that no part of 
‘that burden ought to fall, even for a time 
| or with the consent of the ratepayers, on 
| the local body, or on the funds of the 
That is a very sweeping propo- 
sition, and if we entertain it we shall 





of Acts authorising local bodies to use | destroy the legislation of the last thirty- 


these new powers for the very same 
objects and by the very same methods 
which were sanctioned by the Act of 
1863. That is to say, they might use 
their new powers in order to facilitate | 
the acquisition of land for Volunteer rifle | 
ranges, drill-sheds, and other purposes. 
All this legislation was consolidated in 
the Act of 1892. In the course of the 
eight years during which that Act has | 
been in operation, one can hardly be sur- 
prised to find, as is usual in such cases, 
that certain defects have been revealed 
and certain extensions have been sug- 
gested, and unless we now remedy those 
defects and grant those extensions, we 
shall defeat the purpose and impair the | 
usefulness of the Act of 1892, or rather | 
of the previous Acts embodied in that | 
statute. In the opinion of the Govern. 
ment, never was it more important than | 
now to grant facilities for rifle practice for | 
Volunteers. If we postpone this legisla- 
tion, or if we fail to pass it, we shall be 
taking a very great responsibility on our- | 
selves, and we shallalso, I think, be show- | 


‘the operations for them. 


/seven years. But I submit it is also a 
very unreasonable proposition. All the 
Acts and the present amending Bill are 
based on two principles, which I think 
give them a very secure and sound founda- 
tion. Inthe first placeexperience hasshown 
that the local bodies and the Volunteer 
corps by joining hands can secure all they 
want in these matters much more cheaply 
and effectively than the central Govern- 
ment could if we undertook to carry out 
In some cases 
it is a question not of purchasing a 
large fee simple or a large tract of 
land, but of purchasing some ease- 
ment over land, and in a case of that 
kind the local body can approach the occu- 
pier with a much greater chance of success 
than could some officer sent down from 
the War Office, whose mere arrival is the 
signal for a rise in ground values within 
a measurable area. There are other cases 
in which the fee-simple must be pur- 
chased, and it sometimes happens that the 
local body practically control the whole of 
the available area. In some towns you 


ing great mistrust in the use to which | cannot purchase the site for a drill-hall 


popularly-elected bodies may put the | 
fuller powers they now enjoy, I have | 
indicated, and I think I can prove, that | 
the objects and methods of this Bill are in 
respect to nine-tenths of it precisely the | 
objects and methods sanctioned by pre- 
vious legislation, and as regards the | 


Mr. Wyndham. 


without the co-operation of the town 
council. On these grounds of principle, 
convenience, and economy I claim that 
the experience we have had under the 
past Acts amply shows that much better 
results are obtained by allowing the local 
body to lend its credit under the Public 
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Works Loans Act. 
cannot, merely by the capitation grant 
which it earns, compass some of these 
operations, but it can very well enter 
into a bargain with the local body, which 
may really, in the long run, impose no 
burden whatever on the rates; for the 
local body, with its power of borrowing 
from the Public Works Loan Commis- 


sioners, can effect a transaction so cheaply | 
that the corps out of its capitation grant | 
'its predecessors have always maintained 


is often able to pay both principal and 
interest. There is another principle on 
which all this legislation is based. I 
waive altogether the fact that the councils 
of many boroughs have come forward and 


made offers of the most advantageous | 


But | 


character to the Volunteer corps. 
we believe it is the duty of every district 
in this country, since we have no conscrip- 
tion weighing upon this land, to take 
upon itself a fair share of the burden of 
national defence. It may be said that 
the county councils are now being carried 
away by a mere emotion which will 
evaporate, and that they are embarking 
on ventures which, when viewed in a cold 
fit, will no longer be smiled upon by their 
constituents. I put all that on one side, 
and I say that the second principle on 
which this Bill is based is one which has 
always been accepted—namely, that 
persons and bodies ought to pay for con- 
siderations received. 
as representative of a town, or a county 
council, as representative of a county, 
benefits by the construction of a range in 
a particular locality, then it is only fair 


they should contribute some portion 
of the cost. I do not disguise 
for a moment that the taxpayer 


has an interest in the provision of ranges 
and drill-sheds for the use of every 
efficient Volunteer, but his interest 
by no means coincides exactly with the 
interest of the Volunteer or of the town 
council, The Government in this matter 
is the trustee for the national taxpayer, 
aud before providing ranges for every 
Volunteer force, wherever it may be 
raised, it is bound by the prior claims of 
the Regulars and the Militia, in the provi- 
sion of rifle ranges. Owing to the 
generosity of this House and the patriotic 
view it has taken of its duty, large sums 
of public money have been authorised for 
the construction of ranges for the War 
Department, and if we deduct from the 
stm authorised in the Military Works 
Act, 1897, the amount spent in the ac- 
quisition of land on Salisbury Plain, it 
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The Volunteer corps | 


If a town council, , 
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will be found that £500,000 has been 
allocated for the construction of ranges. 
But it is not fair to deduct altogether the 


sum expended on Salisbury Plain, 
because there we have _ erected 
sixteen rifle ranges, so that half 


a million of money has been spent 
or allocated for the provision of rifle 
ranges, and sixteen additional ranges 
have been constructed on Salisbury Plain. 
Until recent times this Government and 


that it was not possible or proper for the 
War Department to directly supply 
ranges to the Volunteers. We made a 
departure from that in the Military 
Works Act of 1899, under which £40,000 
was specifically taken in order to provide 
ranges for the Volunteers, and [ may 
tell the House that it is within the policy 
of the Government to provide a further 
sum of £130,000 for the provision of such 
ranges. But this total expenditure of 
£170,000 will not enable us to give a 
range to every Volunteer corps in the 
country, at its own door or within 
measurable distance, and if it is to be 
argued in this House that it is the duty 
of the national taxpayer to give every 
Volunteer corps a range within a short 
distance of its own locality, the burden 
placed on the country would be out of all 
proportion to the benefit derived. A 
great part of the benefit would be derived 
by individual members of corps and by 
particular towns, and if the Government 
is to supply ranges, not only adequate in 
number, but also in the most convenient 
places, why then the corollary of that 
would be that we should have to 
consider the composition of the Volun- 
teers, the proportion of artillery to 
infantry, and the distribution of Volun- 
teers all over the country. It would be 
necessary to make the Volunteers fit the 
range system, instead of allowing the 
Volunteers as now to co-operate with the 
local body in order to arrange a system to 
suit their own convenience. No Govern- 
ment would make itself responsible for a 
cut-and-dried constitution of the Volun- 
teer force. They give us the very best 
available substitute for conscription. Con- 
scription abroad gives a certain amount 
of military training to every male sub- 
ject who is mentally and physically fit. 
Therefore it is not sound policy to say, 
“ We want so many riflemen and so many 
garrison artillery, and no more.” We are 
bound, if in a certain town a number of 
artisans come forward and wish to form 
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an artillery battery, almost to allow the | 


formation of that battery ; or, again, if in 
a certain district the population wished 
to form a rifie battalion the Department 
is bound to allow it. But if the argument 
urged by some is to be accepted, that this 
having once been done it becomes the 


immediate duty of the Government, in | 


behalf of the taxpayers, to put a rifle 
range close beside that battery or bat- 
talion, the charge put on the taxpayers 
would be so monstrous that no one would 
entertain such a policy for a moment. 
What would happen? The corps is 
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land may be used for the purpose for 
which it is bestowed. Unless this js 


done some of the operations which have 


(and rendered of no avail. 


j 


; 
} 


| 


raised, and then comes the demand from | 


the local body that the corps should go 
into camp close by the local town. 
Having raised the corps in this patriotic 
manner they wish to see their friends 
exercise quite near them, and to take 


some part of the indirect emolu- 
ments, the pleasure parties, and the 
trade which are derived from a 


camp and accruing to the benefit of the 
locality which has raised the corps. But 


if this benefit accrues to the locality, then | 


I say it does obtain a consideration, and 
is hound to contribute a certain amount 
of the cost. Keeping in view the ques- 
tion of pounds, shillings, and pence, 
the policy and the proposals of the 
Bill are very reasonable. It would 
not suit local bodies if the Government 
were to say that every corps should 
have a range, say, within fifty miles, and 
that they must take their chance as to 
which corps was to have use of it in turn. 
It is better that the Government on 
behalf of the taxpayer, the local corps, 
and the local body on behalf of the rate- 
payers should be allowed, as they have 
been allowed in the past, to come to an 
arrangement which is for the benefit of 
all three. That was the object of pre- 
vious legislation, and that is the object 
we seek to attain by this Bill. It will 
give a certain amount of elasticity which 
is found necessary in the objects contem- 
plated and sanctioned by Parliament. 
It will be found that the only extension 
proposed in the first section of the Bill 
is to authorise local popularly-electe: 
bodies to give and purchase land, and to 
use the public credit to borrow from 
the Public Works Loan Commissioners to 
purchase land for the benefit of the Volun- 
teer force. All that is added by the sec- 
tion is that having done this they may 


‘to assist certain 


achieve the object they have in view by! 


also lending their credit in order that 


Mr. Wi 


yndham. 





| Volunteer drill shed. 


been actually entered upon are defeated 
In 1897 the 
town council of Hanley gave a site for a 
The corps began 
to build a drill shed on the site, but it 
was found that the town council could 
not under the legislation as it now stands 
transfer to the corps such a title as would 
enable the corps to use the borrowing 
powers it enjoys in order to erect a build: 
ing. There was an absolute impasse ; the 
town council had created a perpetual 
trust on behalf of the corps, which brought 

none of the benefits to the corps which 
they intended to give, and the corps is 
saddled with the useless burden of 
a site for a drill shed. It was the 
intention of the consolidating Act of 
1892 that such transactions should be 
carried through successfully to an object 
which would redound to the benefit of 
all. That is why we introduce the 
words “or may contribute.” It is a 
phrase well known to the law. It is used 
in cases in which local bodies are allowed 
institutions. If local 
bodies are allowed by the law to assist 
local corps to get ranges and drill grounds 
and sheds, then it is only reasonable that 
we should frame the Act in such a way 
as to secure the accomplishment of those 


objects. I intend in Committee to 
move an Amendment at the end of 
linc 5, inserting the words “at the 
request and for the benefit of a 


Volunteer corps.” I do not think that 
they are quite necessary, but as it stands 
the section may be misunderstood by 
hon. Members. They may think that 
the words “for military purposes” cover 
intentions which do not exist. All the 
previous legislation and the consolidating 
Act of 1892 contemplate such assistance 
being given only to Volunteer corps 
and Yeomanry corps. Yeomanry corps 
for the purpose of this legislation 
come in as they ought to come in 
as Volunteer corps, ail the more 
since it is evident that the Yeomanry are 
becoming largely mounted infantry, and 
not cavalry, and that the rifle will be 
their arm, and not the lance. In passing 
the legislation of this amending Bill, all 
we contempl: ate is the assistance of local 
Volunteer or Yeomanry corps by popt- 
larly elected bodies. Asa matter of fact, 
they did exist in the earlier draft of the 
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Bill, but they were omitted under the 
idea that it might be possible to bring 
inrifle clubs under the scope of this legis- 
lation. That might be a desirable thing, 
but since there is no provision for rifle 
dubs in the earlier Acts to provide for 
the purchase of sites, it is not clear that we 
an graft them on in this amending Bill, 
and it will be necessary at a later date to 
introduce some special enactment for their 
benefit. Section 2 extends to urban dis- 
tricts the powers which are conferred on 
county councils and borough councils. 
Why not ? 
such places as Aston Manor, with a popu- 
lation of 69,000, or Rhondda Valley, with 
a population of 88,350, electing their 
own local bodies, should be allowed, if 
they please, to use the powers conferred 


upon them by Parliament for the object | 


which Parliament has sanctioned over 
and over again during thirty-seven years. 
Section 4 re-enacts a section of the Artil- 
lery Rifle Ranges Act. It gives to the 
First Lord of the Admiralty the powers 
which were possessed under the previous 
legislation, and which will be possessed 
under this Bill by the Secretary of State. 
Section 5 is also a drafting section, and 
Section 6 avoids the necessity of passing 
a special enactment for each Provisional 
Order passed under the Military Lands 
Act, 1892, a necessity which has arisen 
from some obscurity in the drafting of the 
Act. Section 7 applies the Act to Scot- 
land, and Section 8 provides that the 
measure is to be construed as part of the 
consolidating Act of 1892. The House 
will see that the measure, therefore, is 
strictly an amending Act to the con- 
solidating Act of 1892. I think the 
House will feel that facilities ought to be 
given for the acquisition of rifle ranges, 
and that it is our duty to remedy 
defects, to grant the extensions which are 
necessary, if the objects contemplated 
In previous statutes are to be effectively 
attained. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I will not follow the hon. Gentleman 
the Under Secretary through the previous 
legislation. I take my stand wholly upon 
the Military Lands Act of 1892, which, 
as he says, was a consolidating statute, and 
which is the existing law. A great deal 


c 
‘ 


of what the Under Secretary has said in 
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Urban districts of the size of | 
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' regard to the powers granted by previous 
| Acts is not embraced within the Act of 
| 1892. He has told us that nine-tenths 
of the powers asked for under this Bill 
are embraced in older Acts. If that is 
so, there is no need for these nine-tenths, 
‘but only for the remaining tenth. I 
“would point out that there is nothing 
‘whatever in the Act of 1892 that gives 
‘the slightest countenance to the things 
proposed in this Bill. The Act of 1892 
was a consolidating statute passed 
through this House at the end of a session, 
and, indeed, within a very few days of the 
prorogation. ‘There was no discussion on 
it, and the only two Amendments made 
in Committee were moved on_ behalf 
of the Government—one formal, and the 
other to omit “etc.” The legislation of 
1892 was therefore the produetion of the 
Unionist Government itself, so that what- 
ever praise or blame attaches to that Act 
attaches to Her Majesty’s Government. 
If the Act has been faulty, that faulty 
legislation must be laid at the door 


of Her Majesty’s Government. The 
Military Lands Act of 1892 only 
dealt with the acquisition of land 


for military purposes; and the Act de- 
fines what military purposes are. They 
include rifle and artillery ranges, the 
erection of butts, targets, batteries, and 
accommodation for the storing of arms 
for military drill, and other purposes con- 
nected with military matters approved by 
the Secretary of State for War. It is, 
however, important to note that the Act 
did not, and does not, authorise the 
acquisition of land by local authorities 
for butts, targets, batteries, drill-halls, or 
other permanent works. The parties who 
are authorised by that Act to acquire 
‘land for military purposes are, first, the 
Secretary of State for War, who, however, 
can always acquire all the land for military 
purposes that he requires. That power 
is unlimited, and there is no intention on 
the part of the opponents of this Bill to 
limit in any measure the power of the 
Secretary of State for War to erect what- 
ever works he considers necessary. ‘The 
‘second body authorised to acquire land 
are Volunteer corps, with the consent of 
the Secretary of State; and the third, 
the council of a county or a borough, 
which may, at the request of one or more 
Volunteer corps, purchase and hold tand in 
behalf of these Volunteer corps for 
‘military purposes. Now in the case of 


| purchase by the Secretary of State the 
‘money is, of course, provided by Parlia- 
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ment, but in the case of purchase by | 
Volunteer corps, the corps may raise the 

money by way of loan from the Public , 
Works Loan Commission on the security 
of the land so acquired, and secondly on | 
that of the grant to the corps provided 

by Parliament. Now the loans by the | 
Public Works Loan Commissioners are to 
be repayable within a period of fifty years, 
and the interest is not to be more than 3} 
per cent., subject to Clause 1 of the Public 
Loans Act. There is no question as to 
my facts. 


Military 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I rely on the same | 
facts, and I pointed out that this Bill gave 
reasonable extension. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Then as far as 
regards land acquired by the Secretary 
of State, no matter whether the land is 
acquired for military purposes or not, it 
is under the control of the Secretary of 
State, and he can make bye-laws for the 
protection of the public, etc., and, in 
short, have full control. Now when | 
a Volunteer corps is disbanded, what is to 
become of the butts, and building, and the 
land? You find that when a Volunteer 
corps is disbanded, if they have acquired 
land for military purposes and put build- 
ings upon the land, they have no interest 
whatever in those buildings or the land ; 
the whole goes to the Secretary of State. 
So that you are asking a Volunteer corps 
to contribute money for a purpose for 
which they have the privilege of paying ; | 
hut when the purpose is served and the 
land is sold they are to have no right to 
the money which they have advanced 
either for the purpose of acquiring the 
and or for erecting buildings upon it. 
Where land has been acquired by a 
Volunteer corps by means of a loan 
through the borough council, and the 
Volunteer corps is disbanded before the 
horough council can appropriate or sell 
the land, it must be offered to the original 
owner at a sum to be fixed by arbitra- 
tion. And we all know perfectly well 
that on a price to be fixed by arbitration 
butts and embankments and other mili- 
tary objects which have ceased to be used | 
will not be said to be of any value, but, 
on the contrary, will be said to depreciate 
the value of the land. The Act contem- 
plates, of course, use by the public of the 
land when it is not required for military 
purposes, so that it will also form an open 
space, and there is always eventual value 
Mr. Caldwell, 


{COMMONS} 
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in such a property when it ceases to be 
used for military purposes. Those are 
reasonable considerations why a local 


authority should embark in the process 


of purchasing land in a locality where 
the land would eventually be valuable to 
the locality, but butts, rifle ranges, em- 
bankments, and drill sheds for military 
purposes are of no use when they cease 
to be required for military purposes, 
There is not much risk to run in acquir- 
ing land for military purposes by an easy 
method of payment extending over fifty 
years ; but it is quite a different thing to 
do what this Bill proposes to do, to ask a 
Volunteer corps, on the faith of a local 
authority, to expend money in all these 
things, which, when they are no longer 
used, only depreciate the land, and not 
repay them the money they have ad- 
vanced, There is one subject which the 
Under Secretary in his résumé did not 
deal with. He did not deal with the Bill 
of 1897. If he had looked at that Bill 
and the state in which it passed he might 
have seen something to call his attention 
to the reason why opposition to this Bill 
was likely to take place. As the Volun- 
teers Act limited the Volunteers and 
borough councils to acquiring land, the 
present Government brought in a Bill 
which was practically word for word 
Clause 1 of this Bill. It was said that 
the only object of that Bill was to make 
plain the Act of 1892, which was meant 
to give powers to build as well as to 
acquire land. But the Bill of 1892 did 
not do that. Now what became of the 
Bill of 18972 It came up early in the 
session of 1897 and was opposed, and 
eventually, in order to get it through, 
the Government had to submit to a com: 
promise which I had some little hand in 
carrying through, and the effect of that 
compromise was that they had to eliminate 
everything with regard to the councils 
that would place a penny of expense on 
the local rates. In that modified form 
the Government consented to take the 
Bill, and it passed through the House and 
it received the Royal Assent early in the 
session. That being the result of the 
Bill of 1897 brought in by the Govern 
ment, can it be supposed that the people 
who strenuously opposed that Bill would 
not oppose this, which not only proposes 
to do everything that the Bill of 1897 
did, but proceeds still further in the same 
direction ? Clause 1 of this Bill not only 
reopens the whole of the questions in the 
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Rill of 1897, but Clauses 2, 3, and 4 intro- 
luce new matter of a highly controversial 
sature. I admire the courage of the hon. 
Gentleman the Under Secretary for War, 
jut if the right hon. Gentleman the pre- 
ent Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
then Under Secretary for War, felt bound 
9 abandon an attempt to burden the 
heal rates in this manner, how does the 
yesent Under Secretary for War hope 
i carry through this Bill this session ? 
The Volunteer corps, who may have con- 
ributed three-fourths or nine-tenths, are 
io have no share or interest whatever in 
the buildings the moment the corps is dis- 
banded, or after the buildings have ceased 
io be used for military purposes. Will 
he Under Secretary of State for War 
ell us where the Volunteers get the 
wnds for the erection of these buildings 
ind butts? [think they will understand 
it the War Office, from the Estimates, 
vhat money is given for the purpose of 


Military 





That is quite a distinct purpose, and if 


nent should give it directly. 
lind be in the name of the Secretary of 
‘tate for War; let it be subject to his 
wntrol, and let him be responsible. Sup- 
posing you do not get a shilling from a 





cal authority or a Volunteer corps, what 
s to hinder you from coming to this 
House and getting every penny you 
quire for the erection of butts, targets, 
wt anything else for military purposes ? 
That is the proper course, and one advan- 
lage of it is that you can take it with 
the most perfect confidence, without 
waving to consult any local authority 
x without ‘being influenced by any | 
ocal authority § in the matter. | 


Lou can act in this matter quite indepen- | 


lently, because you do not require to con- 
‘der whether, as regards the site of a 
tifle range, a certain local body is willing 
‘0 contribute so much money. Your | 
luty is to consider, in the interest of the 
Volunteer corps, where the most suitable 
place would be for a rifle range or the | 
ther works for military purposes. I 
‘annot understand where a Volunteer 
‘orps is to get the money. Is it to come 
ut of their own money? I have heard | 
‘omplaints that the Volunteers get too 
ittle money and require more. I have 
lever voted against any proposal to 
increase the Vote to the Volunteers ; and | 
lt appears to me strange that we should | 
lave appeals for more money to the | 
Volunteers, and at the same time attempt 





wecting butts and targets for Volunteers. | 


noney is given for that purpose Parlia- | 
Let the | 
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to pass this Bill, the object of which is 
to impose on Volunteers the burden of 
providing rifle ranges and all these other 
things. There is also this to be 
said, that a Volunteer corps may 
hypothecate and pledge in_ security 
of their loan from the Public Works 
Loan Commissioners the Government 
grant-in-aid which is given for other 
purposes. Where can be the morality of 
a transaction of this sort? It puts me in 
mind of what was done in the case of 
Ireland, when grants-in-aid to local 
authorities for the poor and the insane 
were pledged in security of the payment 
|of certain advances under the Land 
| Purchase Act. That was always con- 











sidered on this side of the House a most 
immoral thing todo. I venture to say 
that no grants are given to the Volunteers 
/or anybody else except for necessary 
| purposes. I find it is proposed that these 
| grants may be pledged for a purpose alto- 
gether foreign to those for which the 
money was specially granted. Observe 
why this burden is placed on the Volun- 
teers. Simply because it so happens that 
a certain community are very patriotic 
and loyal and raise one or more Volunteer 
corps. Because, forsooth, they happen to 
do that they are to be called upon to con- 
tribute more for military purposes, whilst 
other districts with an equal or greater 
population are notto be asked to contribute 
a single shilling of these expenses. The 
principle is utterly unsound. Then we 
come to the power to be conferred on the 
council of any county or borough. The 
principle is not a whit more defensible, 
where it is proposed that the council of 
any county or borough— 


“May maintain and adapt for use, by the 
erection of buildings or otherwise, or may con- 
tribute towards the maintenance or adapta- 


| tion for use of, any land held for military 


purposes, and for this purpose may borrow, 


| {and the Publie Works Loan Commissioners 


may lend] in like manner as they may 
[respectively] borrow [and lend] for the pur- 
pose of acquiring land under the Military 
Lands Act, 1892.” 


The land is not vested in the county or 
borough council at all, and it might 
eventually fall into the hands of the 
Secretary of State for War. Then they 
are to borrow the money on the security 
of the county rate or the borough rate. 
The purposes for which the money is to 
be applied are essentially military in 
their character. There is nothing local 
as regards its uses. It is rather strange 
to find this proposal to saddle local autho- 
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rities with the upkeep of things which are 
essentially for Imperial military purposes, 
when these local authorities receive out of 
the Imperial funds grants to mitigate the 
burden of the local rates. The people 
who stand in need of assistance for local 


Military 


purposes are to have handed over to them | 


by this Bill a burden for works which are 
essentially of a military character. They 


are to be asked to bear this expense | 


because they happen to be exceptionally 
loyal and patriotic in the way of raising 
Volunteer corps. They require rifle ranges 
for the purpose of making themselves 
efficient. The ranges are only useful to 
the Volunteers in training for the national 
defence. Are not the men giving their 
time and their leisure for the purpose of 
making themselves efficient? Yet you 
would say to them, ‘Oh, these things 
are being done for your benefit, and 
therefore you should pay part of the 
expense.” There is one __ essential 
thing with regard to all methods of local 
rating, and that is that the control of the 
purpose for which the rates are levied 
should remain with the local authority. 
That is why I called attention to the fact 
at anearlier part of my remarks that this 
land would be entirely under the control 
and at the mercy of the Secretary of 
State for War, and not under local control 
in any shape or form. You are asking 


the local authority to tax the ratepayers, | 


while another body outside and indepen- 
dent of them will have the whole power 
over the expenditure of the money. The 
local authority will have nosay. That is 
contrary to the principle of local govern- 
ment, which is that everything should be 
under the control of the representatives 
of the people in the local council. Clause 
2 goes a great deal further than was pro- 
posed in 1897. [t provides— 

“The powers exerciseable by a borough 
council under the Military Lands <Aet, 1892, 
and this Act may be exercised by the council 
of any urban district, and any expenses in- 
curred by the council of an urban district other 
than a borough in the execution of those 
powers shall be defrayed as part of their 
general expenses incurred in the execution of 
the Public Health Acts, and any money bor- 
rowed by the councii for the execution of those 
powers shall be borrowed in accordance with 
the provisions of those Acts, and may be lent 
by the Public Works Loan Commissioners.” 


This power of the urban district council 


is open to all the objections I have stated | 


with regard to the granting of similar 
powers to the council of a county or 
borough. 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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But there is this further ob- 


Lands Bill. 904 


| jection, that in the case of the urban 
| district council the expenses are to be 
defrayed as public health expenses, | 
| daresay the Under Secretary for War 
‘is aware of what the effect of that 
would be. All the moneys which may 
be borrowed for military purposes will 
|be computed as part of the borrowings 
under the Public Health Act, with the 
result that the amount of the borrowing 
power, which is limited under that Act 
to two years of the annual value of the 
property, may be eaten up for these 
military purposes, and nothing may be 
left for the necessary public health 
purposes. That shows that you will 
even put the military purposes before the 
necessary public health purposes. This 
Bill makes no provision whatever for con- 
sulting the parishioners on the question 
of the expenditure of the money. You 
put no limit to the borrowing powers, 
and in this case there is no limit to the 
extent to which a locality may be rated. 
The local rating has quite a different 
incidence of taxation from Imperial 
rating. In the case of local rating, under 
the present system you have to make 
land the assessable commodity, and, in 
England particularly, the rates are paid 
wholly by the occupier. There is there- 
fore this curious result in the Bill, that 
in the case of an urban district council in 
England the rates will be paid wholly by 
the occupier, while in the case of Scot- 
land the rates will be paid half by the 
owner and half by the occupier. If the 
country is being invaded, who gets the 
benefit of the defence against that 
invasion? Surely the owners of landed 
property and property of all kinds, as 
well as the occupiers, will get the benefit, 
and why should the burden of making 
provision for national defence be placed 
upon the occupiers only in the case of 
England? I take it that by giving this 
power to local authorities there is no 
intention of having anything done which 
is not necessary. We may therefore 
assume that these buildings are all neces- 
sary for military purposes. That being 
so, [ask on what principle the occupier 
only, the shopkeeper who pays an inor- 
dinate share of local rates, should be 
assessed in this way, while another man, 
who may have a large income, but only a 
small rateable value, pays a very small 
‘amount? National defence ought to be 
paid for out of the Imperial purse, in 
regard to which the contributions are 
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fixed upon the nation as a whole according | sive character as regards the sea. You 
to what Parliament in its wisdom thinks a | do not limit yourselves to the three-mile 
proper division, without reference to local limit ; and you take powers to dispense 
considerations. Obviously, the Imperial with those permanent marks which are 
system of taxation is the best and necessary under the military clause. The 
fairest. Volunteer corps are having these powers here sought may seriously affect 
ranges for the purpose of practising for fishermen, and it must be remembered 
the defence not of particular localities, that this Act applies not only to Scot- 
but of the country as a whole, and there land and England, but also to Ireland. 
is not a single element of local needs | How are the public rights of fishing and 
in the matter. Clause 3 introduces a anchoring disposed of here? In the case 
till more objectionable system, namely, of a man with a value of £50 at stake, he 
that of hiring land—an altogether novel will get compensation under the Lands 
system—for military purposes. ‘The land Clauses Act, but in the case of a public 
is to be hired under Sections 9 and 10 of right of this kind, the whole thing will 
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the Local Government Act, 1894. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it was proposed 
to omit that provision. 


Mr. CALDWELL: That certainly 
does away with that objection. In 
Clause 4 you introduce a principle which 
is somewhat novel in its character, and if 
a novel principle is introduced we expect 
that that principle should be introduced 
when there is ample opportunity for its 
discussion, and not at the tail end of a 
session. Some parts are, of course, quite 
unobjectionable. There is no objection 
to the Navy having the same powers of 
making bye-laws for land acquired for 
naval purposes as the military authorities 
have, but you touch a most delicate 
matter when you begin to apply to the 
sea the same elements of power that you 
have upon land. If you interfere with 
auy private right, it comes under the 
Lands Clauses Act; vou take care that 
the landed proprietor shall get his full 
pound of flesh in such an event; but 
observe what is done when you deal with 
public rights. I venture to say the 


Under Secretary gave us no authority | 


whatever for this mode of dealing with 
public rights on the sea. In Sub-section 4 
“public right” is described as— 


“ the right of navigation, grounding, anchoring, 


fishing, bathing, walking, or recreation.” 
Fishing, for example, I think is most 
important. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the words were 
already on the Statute-book. 


Mr. CALDWELL : 


dealing with the saa. 
Mr. WYNDHAM referred to the Act 
of 1885, 


Mr. CALDWELL: Atany rate, under 


this Bill you claim rights of a most exten- 


I am referring to 


be given away by the approval of the 
Board of Trade. One Government De- 
partment is to sit in judgment on another 
Government Department ; they may ac- 
judicate upon and sign away the public 
interest to-morrow, as far as this Bill is 
concerned. Moreover, there is no redress. 
If ever there was a case for having a 
Provisional Order which should come 
before the House, this would be that case. 
It is not a case of emergency; it isa 
matter in which there is plenty of time to 
make your arrangements and to know 
your policy ; you cannot acquire lands 
and erect buildings all in a day. It is 
altogether unreasonable to expect that the 
Board of Trade should have the right to 
interfere in this way with the sea and the 
use of the sea. All I have to say with 
regard to this Bill is this: that the Under 
Secretary of State for War seemed to 
think that if we refuse the powers 
asked for in this Bill, we will in 
some way impair the national defence. 
| There never was a grosser mistake than 
that. The contention here is that if these 
military works are necessary they ought 
not to be provided at the expense of the 
‘local authority. If they are really neces- 
sary, then let the Government make their 
arrangements and come down to this 
House and ask for whatever they require 
for military purposes. The Government 
would then get the money without being 
hampered by any local authority, and it 
_is absurd to say that if we reject this Bill 
_we shall prevent the carrying out of any 
of these military requirements. My sug- 
gestion gives you the biggest purse, and 
we (lo not ask you to be hampered by the 
parsimony of any local authority in pro- 
viding a rifle-butt which is not sufficient, 


| but which is, perhaps, as much as their 
/means will allow. 
upon the local authority, who ought not to 
‘contribute out of the rates, we ask you to 


Instead of relying 
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come to the Imperial purse and get any 
money you require. 
be read a second time this day three 
months. 
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Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I rise to second this motion, 
for the purpose of getting a reply from 
the hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
to the important points made by my hon. 
friend. Previous legislation of this kind 
has dealt only with land, but this Bill 
deals not only with land but also with 
the buildings on the land and other things 
which do not necessarily belong to the 
land. Such things ought to come within 
the purview of the Imperial Government, 
and should not be put upon local authori- 


ties. I entirely agree with my hon. friend | 


when he says that he has not the least 
desire to minimise or prevent these facili- 
ties being given to local rifle corps. The 
object he has in view is that Imperial 
funds shall be applied for Imperial pur- 
poses, and that no demand should be 
made upon the local rates for objects 
which ought to be paid for out of the 
Imperial purse. I am sure the hon. Gen- 
tleman will agree that the House has 
made a most generous provision at all 
times whenever it has been called upon 
by the present Government for military 
purposes. I have heard that acknowledged 
over and over again. I have never opposed 
any provision whatever which has been 
made for the Volunteers. My own opinion 
is that the Government have done too 
little rather than too much for this very 
useful force. It is not in the faintest 
degree any opposition to the interests 
of the Volunteers that has actuated our 
opposition to this Bill; but, on the 
other hand, it is a desire that the 
Volunteer force shall not be crippled in 


any respect, because one cannot expect 
J ’ f 


that local authorities will pay the same 
attention to Volunteer regiments as the 
Imperial authority is able to do. There 
is another point which my hon. friend 
raised, which I think deserves the atten- 
tion of the House. For purposes of this 
kind we should have complete equality of 
taxation as between county and county 
and district and district. ‘This duty is 
one which lies upon all, irrespective 
altogether of the place in which they live, 
and in eases of this kind it is only right 
that the common purse should he used. 
Another very important point made by 
my hon. friend was that the land would 
remain under the control of the Secretary 


Mr. Caldwell. 


{COMMONS} 


I move that the Bill | 


‘due upon it. 
which has also been very properly raised 
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of State, and not in any way under the 
control of the local authority; and, 
moreover, if it ceased to be necessary to 


| use the property, the council would only 


be able to obtain the unpaid instalments 
There is another point 
and it is that money for these purposes 
will be raised under the Public Health 
Act, and as the borrowing powers of a 
council are limited under this Act, and as 
the purposes for which money is needed 
under this Act are continually increasing, 
it would unduly limit the borrowing 
capacity of an urban or county 
council if it was found necessary 
to borrow for military purposes under 
the Public Health Act. The hon. Mem- 
ber opposite hinted that we had a jealous 
mistrust of popularly elected bodies exer- 
cising these new powers. I should like to 
know where any jealous mistrust exists 


on this side of the House of the way in 


which popularly elected bodies use their 
powers! We have tried over and over 
again to obtain further powers for popu- 
larly elected bodies, and when the Local 
Government Act of 1888 was passing 
the House, attempt after attempt was 
made to enlarge the powers of local 
authorities by hon. Members on this side 
of the House. Therefore it is not from 
this side of the House that any jealous 
mistrust cf that kind comes, but we do 
mistrust any raid upon the pockets 
of the local ratepayers for purposes of 
this kind. It was certainly not from this 
side of the House that any opposition 
came to place the whole of the police 
entirely under the control of local authori- 
ties. We do not jealously mistrust these 
local authorities, but what we say is that 
it is not the business of these local 


‘authorities to spend money for this par- 


ticular purpose. We say, moreover, that 
there are certain powers now exercised by 
the local authorities which ought to be 
taken over by the Imperial authority. 
For instance, there is the work of port 
sanitary authorities, which really does not 
belong to the local authorities at all, but 
belongs more properly to the Imperial 
Government. We consider that local 
authorities stand in such need of assis- 
tance that we give them £12,000,000 or 
£13,000,000 a year by way of aiding the 
local rates. The policy now proposed is 
inconsistent, and for military purposes 


‘strictly Imperial in their character the 


local purse ought not to be drawn upon. 


‘There is one other matter to which I 
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House for one moment. I was glad that 
the hon. Gentleman stated that the Bill 
is torefer only to Volunteers, and for 
these particular purposes. The position 
we take up with regard to this Bill is 
simply that the demand which the Govern- 
ment now make upon the House is to 
enable local authorities to do work which 
ought to be done by the Imperial Parlia- 
ment out of the Imperial Treasury. It is 
neither just nor fair to call upon local 


authorities to do this work. At times of | 
great and patriotic excitement there is | 


nobody who wishes to refuse anything 
that is asked for in this House, and it is 
the duty of the Imperial Government to 
carry out this work. We are willing to 
do all you ask us in order to make the 
Volunteer force more efficient, and you 
are not likely, so far as I am con- 
zerned, to meet with the slightest 
difficulty in that direction. I think you 
might do a great deal more for the 
Volunteer force to make it effective, but I 


this is not the right way to go about it. 


Imperial concern ought to be dealt with 
by the Imperial Parliament. 


Amendment proposed 


end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. MONK (Gloucester): I rise for | 
the purpose of expressing my great 


satisfaction with the Government for 
intention to carry it into law. 
listened for a good hour to the speech of 
the hon. Member for Mid Lanark, and I 


line of argument. 


effect that the Government ought to pro- 
vide for everything which is required for 
the Volunteer corps. For years past the 
Volunteers throughout the country have 
been asking the Government for assistance 
in providing rifle ranges, and two years 
ago a little flutter was caused when the 
Government brought in and passed an Act 
in which provision was made for acquiring 


{23 JuLty 1900} 
should like to draw the attention of the | 





| ranges. 
|that the local authorities are under no 
venture to say that such a proposal as | 
' but [I cannot understand on what ground 
Work of this kind should not be put | 
apon local authorities, and matters of | 


| country to which I belong. 
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asked for a portion of the money allotted 
for them they were met with this 
answer—namely, that the whole of 
that sum would have to be ex- 
pended in providing rifle ranges 
for the use of the regular forces. 
In many parts of the country, and in the 
county of Gloucester especially, the rifle 
ranges are far too distant from the head 
quarters of the Volunteercorps. I heard 
with great satisfaction from my hon. 
friend this afternoon that a further sum 
of £130,000 is to be applied for the pur- 
pose of providing rifle ranges for Volun- 
teers. In the case of the rifle corps in my 
own county, the corporation of the city I 
have the honour to represent expressed 
their desire to co-operate with the 
Government as far as possible in pro- 
viding these rifle ranges, and I was 
astonished to hear hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site expressing reluctance to authorise the 
local authorities to assist in providing 
They seem to overlook the fact 


obligation to take action under this Bill, 


hon. Gentlemen opposite refuse to grant to 
the elected representatives of district urban 


| councils and town councils permission, 


under the authority of Parliament, to 
assist in providing these ranges. I only 


|desire to express the hope that the 
“ = , ‘ >? | 
To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 


Government will pass this Bill, for I am 


| sure that the step they have taken is one 
|which will be greatly appreciated by the 
| Volunteers throughout the country. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): Ido 


not rise to take part in this debate 


| because I feel the smallest interest in the 
isubject of 
bringing in this Bill, and I hope it is their | 
I have | 


the Volunteer force, or 
the rifle ranges with which they are to 
be provided. ‘The Government are afraid 


| to permit Volunteers being established in 
Ireland, and accordingly, so far as this 
confess that I was greatly surprised at his. 
The hon. Member who | 
has just seconded the motion took a/| 
similar line of argument, which is to the | 


Bill deals with Volunteers, it has not the 
smallest interest for me. The reason I 
take part in this debate is that on a 
former oceasion when this House took an 


opportunity of dealing with this subject 
|of rifle ranges for Volunteers the War 
| Oftice played what I can only describe as 
'a very despicable trick on the public of 


the three kingdoms, and especially of the 
I am not in 
the habit of using excessive language, 


i but I think when the House hears what 
{was done on that occasion it will not be 


rifle ranges in different parts of the | astonished that | have characterised it as 


country. 


When, however, the Volunteers ' I have. 


In 1891 one of the most im- 
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portant of these Acts was passed. 
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called “ An Act to facilitate the acquisition | 
of ranges by Volunteer corps and others,” | 
and any Irish Member reading that title, | 


and knowing as we all know that Volun- 
teers are impossible in Ireland, might 
well have assumed that the Bill had no 
application to Ireland, and also that it 


only dealt with the subject of rifle ranges | 


and nothing else. What are the facts ? 
Under that Act the War Office, in breach 
of the rules of this House, and in breach 
of the confidence which should exist 
between Members of the House and the 
Government, introduced a section de- 
priving the publie of these kingdoms for 
the first time of having the compensation, 
to which they were entitled when their 
property was taken away from them by 
the Crown, fixed by a jury. Until that 
Act was passed, when the Crown inter- 
fered with private property and took it 
over for rifie ranges or for any other 
purpose of military defence, it was the 
right of the subject to have the compensa- 
tion to which he was entitled assessed by 
a jury of his countrymen, but into this 
Bill facilitating the acquisition of ranges 


for Volunteer corps a clause was introduced | 


not limited to rifle ranges, but enabling 
the War Department, whenever they took 


{COMMONS} 


It was | on the House and the country. I say 





Lands Bill. 91? 


respectfully that these Military Land Bilis 
are becoming a public nuisance and a publie 
danger. We never seem to be done with 
them. They began to be passed in 1849 
and I will not venture to say how many 
of them have been passed since then. But 
it now appears to be the practice that we 
are to have a Military Lands Bill every 
session, just as we have an Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill. When are we to be 
done with them? Very few people are 
acquainted with them. The average 
Member of Parliament cannot be supposed 
to understand them, and neither can the 
average lawyer, because they do not come 


| within the scope of his ordinary practice, 


_and when one of these Military Land Bills 


property in any part of the United King- | 


dom for any purpose, to have the com- 
pensation assessed, not by a jury, but in 
another mode, and that section was 
apptied to Ireland. When the War Office 
had to take a large traet of land in the 
county of Cork from the statutory tenant, 
who, under the Land Act, has practically 
a fee-simple subject to a rent, they pro- 
posed to have the amount of compensa- 


iwith a 


'ment on the subject / 


tion assessed by two paid removable | 
magistrates, paid employees of the 


Government, who might be dismissed at 
a moment's notice. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not find any 
reference to the Act of 1891 in this Bill. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Oh, yes, 
Sir; I shall show that what [ am saying 
is perfectly relevant. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Act of 1891 
was repealed by the Act of 1892. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: That is the 
point. It was repealed save the one clause 
to which I have been referring, and which 
was foisted into a Bill with which it had 
nothing to do, thereby practising a fraud 


Mr. Maurice Healy. 


is introduced no one except a member of 
the Government has any cognisance of 
what it may contain. It is that which 
enables the War Department to practise 
its deceit on the House of Commons and 
the country, as was perpetrated in the Act 
of 1891. I think we are entitled to ask 
that the last word should some time or 
other be said on the subject of taking 
land from private owners in a compulsory 
manner for the purposes of military 
defence. About thirty cf these Acts have 
been passed, and the unfortunate lawyer 
who is concerned with the subject has to 
wade through them all. It is not a sub- 
ject that is treated in the ordinary text- 
books, and the lawyer who has to deal 
case has perhaps to read 
twenty or thirty of these Acts before 
he knows how the rights of his client 
may be affected. Why do we not have 
one single Act, compressed into a 
reasonable compass and in an accessible 
form, showing the powers of the Govern- 
It is a matter in 
which we in Ireland are very deeply in- 
terested. I asked the Financial Secretary 
of the War Office a question about a pro- 
ject for taking some four miles of terri- 
tory in the heart of the county Cork for an 
addition to the Kilworth rifle range. We 
did not object to these ranges being set 
up in Cork, although they involved a con- 
siderable displacement of the people, but 
surely there must be some limitation. 
As I understood the hon. Gentleman, the 
original proposal would bring about the 
eviction of about thirty to forty families. 
That may be very well in England, be- 
cause when a farmer is turned out of his 
land he gets compensation, and he can 
invest his money in a way that will bring 
him his living. But in Ireland, when a 
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nan is turned out of his holding, he has 
jothing to do but go to America. When 
asked the hon. Gentleman a question 
in the subject he first contradicted me 
fatly, and if [ had not had some acquaint- 
ance with the matter, I would have been 
deceived by his denial, although I am 
are he did not intend that. 





*Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
me WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- 
WitttAMs, Birmingham, 8.): The hon. 
Gentleman is referring to an answer [ 
save him a little while ago, and I then 
informed him that it was never intended 
o permanently purchase for the purpose 
fa rifle range the land near Kilworth to 
vhich he refers. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY My 
omplaint is that the answer of the 
fon. Gentleman would have had the 
fect of deceiving me if I had not been 
equainted with the subject, and I ven- 
ture to say that when Members of this 
fouse ask questions they ought to expect 
wswers giving full information, and not 
wswers which amount to a deceit upon 
them, though of course the hon. Gentle- 
nan did not intend that result. There 
aght to be no hugger-mugger about 
uking four miles of land for military pur- 
poses, and when questions are asked they 
ught to be answered frankly, and we 
sould not be put off with an answer such 
ws that given to me by the hon. Gentle- 
nan at first. He gave me further infor- 
nation when he saw [ had it already, but 
iThad not had it I would have been 
ieceived by the flat denial he gave me. [ 
m sure it was a truthful answer, but it 
yasan answer which had the effect of an 
intruth, and that is not the sort of answer 
desire to get. That illustrates in a re- 
narkable way the difficulties which are 
involved in these Bills. I will give 
nother illustration of the hardship under 
vhich the subject is placed by these 
Military Land Bills. When the Crown 
oceeds to take land, litigation is in 
fect set up between the subject and the 
rovernment. The Government can com- 
nand the best legal advice, whereas the 
infortunate occupant whose property is 
leing taken away may be very poor, and 
ven absolutely destitute. That man is 
laced in a position of being a litigant 
gainst the Crown. In a particular case 
lhavein my mind, one of the litigants | 
against the Crown succeeded in establish- | 
ing in the Queen’s Bench in Ireland that 
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' the procedure set on foot by the 
Crown was wholly wrong, and 
that the Crown were not’ en- 


titled to do what they were attempting. 
If an ordinary litigant proceeds against 
me, and I succeed, [ am entitled to get 
my costs ; but when Lam a litigant against 
the Crown the Crown is fighting on 
velvet, and even if I succeed I cannot get 
any costs, but if the Crown wins it gets 
its costs against the subject. I intend for 
my part to take every opportunity which 
this Bill will atford to endeavour to effect 
some reform inthis branch of the law. 
[t is quite time some check were put on 
the extraordinary powers now exercised 
by the War Office. They are able to 
fight with all the resources of the Trea- 
sury at their back, and when an ordinary 
litigant gets the advantage of them, and 
is proved to be right, he nevertheless 
has to pay his own costs. 


Ste HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): [ desire to say one word as re- 
gards this Bill, not only as a Volunteer 
—in which capacity I support it in the 
strongest possible manner—but also as one 
of the Members representing a great cor- 
poration. My right hon. friend’ the 
Member for the Ecclesall Division, and 
myself, have been requested by the Cor- 
poration of Shettield to do all we can to 
obtain all possible facilities for supporting 
and encouraging the Volunteers. The 
Corporation of Nottingham and other 
corporations have also recognised that it 
is their duty, if they possibly can, to give 
facilities for the drill exercise and rifle 
shooting of Volunteers within their dis- 
tricts. Many of the residents in the 
great towns are now anxious to follow 
that example, and to do away with 


the scandal of having a_ great force 
in this country without adequate 
provision for drill, and — without 


convenient rifle ranges, at a time when so 
much depends on the accuracy of rifle 
shooting. The rifle ranges are now re- 
moved too far from the Volunteers, and 


are difficult of access. They do not 
afford sutficient scope for the use of 


modern arms, and there is not sutticient 
space behind the targets. I think land- 


/owners are now anxious to fall in with 


public sentiment, and much must be done 
in this direction if we are to amend our 
position. There is something to be said 


for the suggestion of the hon, Member for 
Cork that the Government ought to in- 
corporate all these Acts in one compre- 


2K 
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hensive measure. We are grateful to the 
Government for having recognised what 
has been so often impressed on Y them—that 
facilities should be given for the training 
and exercise of Volunteer corps, and that 
no impediment should be placed in the 
way of any of the great corporations of 
the country advancing money for such a 
desirable, useful, and cr purpose. 
I beg to thank the hon. Gentleman who 
has introduced this Bill. I trust the 
Government will persevere with it and 
that on no account will they consent 
to any modification in any essential 
particular. 


Military 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I should like to say a few words on 
this Bill, as I have repeatedly drawn 
attention to the necessity for making 
provision for the rifle practice of the 
Volunteers. The hon. and gallant Gen- 
tleman who has just spoken speaks on 
behalf of a very wealthy corporation, and 
a corporation which has a direct interest 
in the Volunteer movement. I do not 
wish to reflect in any way on the 
patriotism of Sheffield, but it is perfectly 
obvious that in that corporation there 
may be rather a strong feeling in favour 


of the expenditure of public money on 
the Volunteer movement. 


Si HOWARD VINCENT: We do 
not make rifles. We ought to, but we do 
not. 

*Mr. CHANNING: Perhaps I may 
have stretched that argument further 
than it is worth, but hon. Gentlemen will 
see that possibly a corporation like 
Sheffield may have a motive in aiding the 
Volunteers which may not exist in other 
parts of the country. It seems to me that 
we ought to consider other parts of the 
country, and reflect what would be the 
result, or rather the failure to produce 
any result, of a Pill like this. I imagine 
in many agricultural districts there will 
be great reluctance to call upon the rates 
for these purposes, and also in many of 
the heavily rated towns throughout the 
country. What I have already said will 
show the Under Secretary for War that I 
am not out of sympathy with the 
proposals of the Bill, so far as they go 
towards extending the power of the local 
authorities. But it seems to me that the 
proper form in which to pass a Bill of 
this nature would be to introduce amend- | 
ments enabling the Exchequer to make 
Sir Howard Vincent. 
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such advances as may be hecessary to 
facilitate the provision of ranges wherever 
they may be needed. I do not think this 
Bill will be worth the paper on 
which it is printed in a great many 
parts of the country if there is no 
Imperial subvention to it. I admit we 
may do this as a matter of local duty to 
a certain extent, but surely the main 
argument we have to consider is the 
extension of the Volunteer movement as 
an effective instrument for the defence of 
the country. I therefore say that my 
hon. friend the Member for Mid Lanark 
was amply justified in urging the neces- 
sity of providing out of public funds for 
this purpose. Owing to the continuous 
increase in land values it is impossible for 
Volunteers to provide these ranges for 
themselves, and even local authorities 
may find it difficult, owing to the rapidly 
increasing value of land. The upshot 
therefore will probably be that where there 
are no rich corporations like Sheftield, 
nothing will be done in the matter, and 
it seems to me that it is an Imperial duty 
to do what we can to assist the Volunteer 
movement. I have always fought against 
the idea of treating the Volunteer move- 
ment as merely a means of providing a 
certain number of men who may be turned 
into useful recruits for the regular Army. 
The Volunteers ought to be treated as an 
integral part of our system of defence, 
and developed on those lines. Having 
regard to these facts, the plain duty of the 
Government is to introduce a clause pro- 
viding that the Exchequer shall aid the 
local authorities in these matters. So fa 
as I am aware, in the provision made last 
year, nothing was done beyond making an 
additional allowance to enable Volunteers 
to attend rifle ranges, and, in the emer. 
gency scheme of February last, aid wasto 
be given as to transport and new guns, 
but not as to ranges. 


PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
I hope the Government will 
As regards Sheftield and 
other districts we must remember that 
the bulk of the Volunteer force is re 
eruited from such large centres of popu: 
lation. This Bill is re: ally to enable local 
bodies to provide, or assist in providing 
rifle ranges, drill halls, and drill grounds 
Very often corporations or local “authori 
ties have the means, without any 
with hardly any expense to themselves 
to assist in providing these. I know oné 
place, with which T am intim: ately cot: 


*COLONEL 
Newton): 
pass this Bill. 
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nected, where something like twenty 
acres have been provided, the use of 
which is to be given for drilling the 
Volunteers at such times and hours as 
may be convenient to the corporation, 
There is another direction in which the 
Volunteer force may be assisted. If an 
individual, endowed with public spirit, 
may assist his country by providing rifle 
ranges and drill halls, w hy should not the 
community be allowed, if they feel the 
same spirit, to grant that encouragement 
tothe Volunteers ? It is thought that the 
rile meeting at Bisley this year has not 
been what it should be because the rifle 
ranges throughout the country have not 
heen equal to the requirements of the 
foree. It seems to me that this is a practi- 
cal enabling measure, and I trust that it 
will be unanimously and quickly passed 
through the House. 
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Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I am not surprised 
that my hon. friend behind me should 
have made an elaborate onslaught on this 
Bill. In the first place, the Bill is of a 
somewhat confused character, and it shares 
the charm of a good deal of the legislation 
to which we are accustomed nowadays, in 
that it embodies so much reference to one 
statute and another. There is so much 
wryptographie matter in the whole of our 
legislation that it is very difficult for 
plain men to understand what it all 
means; and I am bound to say, even 
after the hon. Gentleman’s speech, that 
Ido not altogether understand this Bill. 
At the same time my hon. friend was 
very naturally led to point to one result 
of this kind of legislation—namely, that 
it tends to place a portion of national 
defence in a somewhat undue degree on 
certain shoulders while securing immunity 
ior others. Sheffield may be taken as an 
example. Sheftield is very patriotic, 
enterprising, and enthusiastic, and it is 
willing to spend money on the Volunteers. 
In doing this the town voluntarily, and in 
a praiseworthy spirit, makes a contribu- 
tion to the defence of these islands which is 
greater in proportion than it ought to be 
called upon to pay. The expenses of the 
Volunteers ought to be a national and 
Imperial cost, as far as it falls upon 
the public at all, and not a local cost. 
I have always thought that it was rather 
a shabby thing to say te locaiities, when 
they were claiming to be defended by 
forts and fixed defences, that they shouid 
subscribe or show that they were willing 
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to bear a part of the cost of the defence 
works. I know that that argument was 
used to the city of Edinburgh, and I have 
always thought, although I have used it 
myself, that it was an extraordinary 
argument to employ. Probably the same 
thing might be said of my hon. friend’s 
indictment of this Bill. But at the same 
time I hope that my hon. friend will not 
divide the House against the Bill. I would 
press upon him this fact, that the action 
taken by the municipalities and public 
bodies is entirely voluntary ; if they do 
not choose to take part in this public 
service to the Volunteers they need not 
do so. That takes away the greater part 
of the sting of his attack. There may be 
defects in the Bill which can be cured or 
modified, but in the main I think that the 
House generally will sympathise with the 
general object of the Bill. It is some- 
what singular to find that in 1897 this 
identical proposal was put forward by the 
Government, and at the very hey-day of 
the session they were obliged to drop it 
owing to the strong feeling against it. 
This feeling does not appear to be 
so strong in the present dog days. 
My attitude towards the Bill I must con- 
fesss is that I think this is not the time 
for the House to deal with a compara- 
tively small matter; that the War Office 
would be much better employed with the 
heavy duties connected with actual war- 
fare, and that the Department might 
very well leave these legislative proposals 
to be dealt with in quieter times. That 
is my view, and it applies to this Bill as 
well as to others. But the Bill, owing to 
its purely voluntary character, is not 
likely to cause any great injustice in any 
part of the kingdom. _ If it does any thing 
to facilitate the training and increase 
the efficiency of the Volunteers, then I 
think that these are objects which the 
House as a whole will be ready to further 
and aid. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I feel I must ex- 
press my obligations to the right hon. 
Gentleman for having given me practi- 
cally his support in the passage of this 
measure. I know that he includes this 
in a certain category of Bills, which he 
tells us we ought not to have under- 
taken at this time. He says these are 
small measures, and they should be post- 
poned till atter the war is over, and 
until we can address ourselves to the task 
of making the British Army adequate to 
I do 
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not think that argument ought to weigh | 


much. It reminds me of a practice which 
I myself often indulge in—namely, of 
putting off writing letters on Monday 
because I have to prepare a speech for 
Tuesday. The best way of placing the 
Government in a proper position to deal 
with the grave questions to be faced, is 
to pass amending Bills to ensure perfect 
legislation of the character which has been 
described. It is true that the Bill con- 
tains a great deal of legislation by refe- 
rence. It refers back to the Military 
Lands Act of 1892, and that refers to the 
Lands Clauses Compensation Act and 
various others. I admit that I have often 
denounced legislation by reference, but I 
have become somewhat converted to the 
practice, and I think that there is a great 
deal to be said for it. After all, the 
powers of purchasing and borrowing 
possessed by the local bodies are familiar 
to them; they know the provisions in 
the Act under which they exercise these 
powers, and it is far more simple to refer 
the authorities back to the Acts than to 
recite the same powers over again, If 
you recite them over again you some- 
times raise a doubt. In law, as 
in travel, the shortest way is the way 
you know. If I am to meet the objec- 
tions urged by the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark I would only repeat the argu- 
ments which I ventured to submit earlier 
in the afternoon. I do not think that as 
things are it can be fairly urged that the 
whole cost of the efficiency of the Volun- 
teers should necessarily be borne by the 
taxpayers, and that no part should be 
borne by the ratepayers. Certainly the 
Government, as representing the tax- 
payer, ought to see that every corps 
should have reasonable access to a range ; 
but many corps and many councils wish 
for more than that. They wish the 
annual camp, perhaps, to be in the park 
near the town, and they wish to have a 
range near that park ; and the mayor and 
corporation come to the Government and 
say: “We are quite prepared to spend 
a certain amount of money in providing 
a range if you will allow the Volunters 
and the Yeomanry to come out and camp 
in the park.” There is the consideration 
for both parties, and why should not each 
party pay for such consideration as it 


asks for? I am authorised by the Chan- | 


cellor of the Exchequer to say that 
£70,000 of the taxpayers’ money will be 
found for the scheme, and local autho- 
rities will contribute the other £70,000 


Mr. Wyndham. 


‘the case of Bere Island, taken by the 


for advantages received. That is my 
defence of the principle which underlies 
the Bill, and I must adhere to my opinion, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.); | 
observe the hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary for War has sat down without 
making a single observation in regard to 
the charges of oppression made under the 
Consolidating Military Lands Act in 
Ireland. It is all very fine for you to 
bring in a Bill dealing with your own 
country, and with your own affairs, and 
it is all very fine for you to be patriotic, 
but why should you rob us? That is 
precisely what the Military Lands Act 
has done ever since it was first passed. 
It is a remarkable fact that this is a Bill 
which nobody can understand. Certainly 
it is the first time I have known you, Mr. 
Speaker, to have arrived at a ruling thata 
Bill was so badly drawn that the Speaker 
could not understand it. That is what 
has happened in the course of this debate, 
and the Under Secretary for War should 
give up the system of legislation by 
referense. I ask the hon. Gentleman why 
is it that in all the operations connected 
with these Acts in Ireland a desire is 
evinced to plunder the people of the whole 
of the lands taken tor military purposes, 
while in England you are prepared to 
give forty to forty-five years purchase for 
lands similarly acquired. In Ireland the 
state of the law is that you provide 
two removable magistrates to assess 
the price of the land to be taken 
from the tenants. You might as well, if 
a railway company is to take land in 
England, appoint two railway porters at 
random to fix the price of the land com- 
pulsorily taken for the railway. Why 
should we tolerate the extension of this 
system in Ireland? Not long ago four 
square miles were taken from the 
Curragh of Kildare. That was an 
act of public plunder, and _ the 
people who had had for centuries the 
rights of grazing on the Curragh were 
not paid asingle shilling of compensation. 
I suppose that can be defended on the 
grounds of public policy ! The meanness 
of the procedure was also exhibited in the 
case of the compulsory acquisition of one 
of the most beautiful spots in Wicklow, 
belonging to Mr. Stuart Moore. I asked 
twenty questions in this House on the 
subject before Mr. Moore, although he 1s 
a Unionist, could get the compensation to 
which he was entitled. Then there was 
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Admiralty. The right of the tenants to 
compensation was to be decided by two 
removable magistrates, but it was actually 
subsequently laid down in a_ superior 
court that the Government were wrong 
in that particular procedure, although no 
costs were given against the Crown. Is 
it to be supposed that we in Ireland 
should agree to pass a measure of this 
kind, which has a different operation in 
Ireland from what it has in this country ? 
One of the principal clauses of the Act 
was drawn in consequence of an Trish 
decision. I would like to ask the hon. 
Gentleman, does he understand Clause 6 ? 





Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The hon. Gentle 
man does understand it! Well, I should 
like to read it to the House— 

“Notwithstanding anything in Section 2 of 
the Military Lands Act, 1892, the period of 
three years mentioned in Section 123 of the 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, shall 
be calculated from the passing of the Act 
confirming any Provisional Order under the 
Military Lands Act, 1892, and not from the 
passing of the Military Lands Act, 1892.” 
And the right hon. Gentleman under- 
stands that ! Well, I congratulate him. 
To a certain extent I understand it 
uyself, because it was drawn in conse- 
quence of a decision upon a point raised 
in Ireland in respect to the taking of 
land, but I do not believe that anv 
person, except a specialist like the hon, 
Grentlemar: upon this point, could under- 
stand that section. One would gather 
from the Bill that it does not apply to 
Ireland, because it begins by saying, “ In 
the application to Scotland the following 
provision shall have effect.” There is not 
a word about Ireland. It deals entirely 
with Volunteers, and as there are no 
Volunteers in Ireland one would natur- 
ally assume that it did not apply to Ire- 


land. But the proposition I would make 
is this. Give us back trial by jury when 


you take our land for military purposes. 
We do not want our lands to be taken at 
all, but if you do take them do not take 
them at twenty years purchase as you 
have done in the past, take them at 
thirty-ive years purchase. Let us have 
the benefit of English arbitration with its 
10 per cent. Give us back the old right 
we had ten years ago, wken land was 
taken under the Lands Clauses Act—the 
power to traverse before a jury. I notice 
that whenever the Lands Clauses Act is re- 
ferred to in this case it is the English 
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Lands Clauses Act and not the Irish Lands 
Clauses Act at all. Is it a fact that 
you are not going to take three square 
miles of land at Glenbeigh such 
as you stated you would _ take 
from the county council because, if it is, 
why do you not write a letter to the 
county council saying that the land is 
no longer necessary, and ease the minds 
of these poor people who are expecting 
to be evicted ? Have you done so? It 
was not done up to Saturday. You have 
not had the courtesy to do that. No 
doubt, in this House, Ministers can be 
courteous when they think their whole 
time will be taken up; but go down to 
Glenbeigh when they are beginning gun 
practice and laying their big guns—there 
we get scant courtesy. No human being 
is allowed to show his nose in the whole 


of that magnificent glen, which has been 


\ 


taken from us. The offers made upon 
which you take the land of Ireland do 
not show the consideration which you 
show in England. You select any part of 
the country which pleases you ; youdo not 
care a button for the people or their 
struggling sons, or whether it is a pleasure 
ground like the Curragh, which you took. 
If it pleases you, you take it. I can quite 
understand that if you occasionally pur- 
chased as much as a_pocket-handkerchief 
for your troops in Ireland, the objection 
would not be so great; but you do not. 
The whole of your military system is 
supplied from this country; of the 
£50,000,000 you have spent for South 
Africa, not a farthing has been spent in 
Ireland; you have not bought so much 
as a bisewit. Then why should you buy 
Irish land so cheap? Give us back our 
trial by jury. Give us the privilege 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
himself enjoyed, of selling land at thirty- 
five years purchase. We shall move 
to this Bill Amendments restoring the 
procedure of the Lands Clauses Act, and 
endeavour to give the people of Ireland 
some of the protection which it is desired 
to give. It is of no consequence to us 
what Government is in power in Ireland. 
If Ireland was invaded by the Chinese 
or the Turks it could not be governed 
in a worse manner than it is by the 
system which you have forced upon us, and 


‘which has been a curse to us from the 


first day you landed on our shores. 


Mr. JASPER MORE (Shropshire, 
Ludlow) said that the owners of the land 
at Kilworth, taken for military purposes, 
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were perfectly satisfied with the price , 
paid by the Government. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durhan, 
Chester-le-Street) confessed hisinability to 
fully comprehendall the clauses of the Bill, 
hut to the object of it he gave his general 
support. The company with which he 
was associated had always taken a very 
great interest in the Volunteer movement, 
and they had a great many in their em- 
ploy who were Volunteers, and they 
found that owing to the habits of disci- 
pline which they acquired they made the 
best workmen. It was a scandal that the 
burden of supporting such a magnificent 
institution should be allowed to fall upon 
individuals, and he was not. satistied 


Military 
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it was possible that he would sup- 
port some of the Amendments which 
would be moved in the course of the 
Committee stage, as he was somewhat 
alarmed at the idea of the local authori. 
ties having the power to take any land 
they might consider suitable for rifle 
ranges. There was a _ considerable 
element of danger in rifle ranges, and he 
thought some safeguards ought to be 
introduced in the Bill to insure that any 
land that might be taken for rifle ranges 
would be taken in such places as would 
reduce the element of danger to the 
public as much as possible. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 186: 


with the Bill as it stood, and Noes, 47. (Division List No. 230.) 
AYES. 
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995 Volunteers 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Syencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Sir Henry M.(Lambeth 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Brunner, Sir Jolin Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

Baxton, Sydney Charles 
Valdwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Clark, Dr. G. b. 

Crombie, John William } 
Doogan, P. C. 

Fenwick, Charles 

toddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 


Main 


(Juestion 


for To-morrow. 


VOLUNTEERS BILL [Lords. | 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, Pen- 


put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed 
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Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdUni. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vineent,Col. Sir CEH (Sheffield 
Wallace, Rohert 
Walton,JohnLawson(LeedsS. ) 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunt’n 


NOES. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Joicey, Sir James 


| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M.A. (Qn’s C. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 


| M‘Leod, John 
| Maddison, red. 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| O'Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


pressed. 
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Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. Jobn Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Joseph P.- (Birm.) 
Willoughy de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, RtHon E.R.( Bath 
Wortley,Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Young,Commander( Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond ane 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
{obertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich(Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.} 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


been considered and the proposal was not 
Upon the present occasion the 


suggestion was that the same words should 
be used in the case of the Volunteer Act 


as were used in the 
serve Forees Acts which regulate 
calling out of 
Volunteer force was upon an_ entirely 
different footing. 
entirely for home defence, and the Militia 


Militia and the Re- 
the 
But the 


those forces. 


The Volunteers were 








rith, in the Chair. | 
Clause 1: 


Captain) SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire), 
aid that upon the Amendment. which 
vas down on the Paper in his name 
tb was not necessary to reiterate the 
rguments that were adduced against 
the Bill on the Second Reading. He 
tad hoped that the hon. Gentleman 
would have seen his way not to have 


proceeded with this Bill at all this 
‘ession. He had no desire to im- 
pede any measure which could be 


chown to be useful to the Volunteer 
ow military forces of the country, but | 
the change which was proposed in this 
dlause was far greater than any which | 
hadon the two previous occasions been | 
suggested, in principle if not in words. 
On both those occasions the matter had | 


| debate 


and Army Reserve, whose duty it was to 
supplement and strengthen the first line 
of defence of the. country, could not be 
considered in any way to be in the same 
category as the Volunteers. The object 
of the clause was to apply the words 
which were used in the Acts governing 
those forces to the use of the Volunteer 
Act. ‘The words “ actual or apprehended 
invasion” covered every possible emer- 
gency for which it might be necessary to 
call out the Volunteers, at least there was 
no evidence to the contrary. ‘Chere was 
evidence that the words were considered 
from that point of view when the Volun- 
teer Act of 1863 was brought in, and 
evidence had been adduced in the 
upon the National Defence 
Act of 1888, and also in the discussion 
which took place in 1895, in the direction 
of showing that after full consideration it 
was decided and determined that those 
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words which it was now proposed to change 
were the most appropriate words for the 
Volunteer Act, and therefore should never 
be changed. The first attempt to alter 
the position of the Volunteer force in 
recent years was in the National Defence 
Bill of 1888. That contained a clause 
which practically applied to the Volun- 
teer force the Militia Act. Any one re- 
ferring to the discussion upon the mea- 
sure would find that the wishes of the 
Government then were precisely the same 
as they were now—namely, to apply the 
Militia Act to the Volunteers. ‘The pro- 
posals received considerable discussion in 
this House, and exception to those words 
was taken by the late Sir E. Hamlin, who 
pointed out that there was no utility in 
suggesting that there might be other cir- 
cumstances in which the Volunteers might 
be required, because those were not 
circumstances which were applicable to 
the Volunteers, though they might be to 
the Militia and Army Reserve forces. It 
was necessary to recollect that the Volun- 
teers were for home defence, and it was 
only for that purpose that that force was 
to be regarded. He pointed out the great 
danger which might arise as to the 
efficiency, strength and popularity of the 
Volunteers if without very deliberate 
and careful consideration the burden 
of liability upon them was increased. 
It could not be too strongly em- 
phasised that the Volunteer force de- 
pended for its strength upon its popu- 
larity, consisting as it did of civilians 
who had to depend for their living upon 
their daily work, and an irreparable 
injury might be done to the force if the 
great burden of the Militia service was 
laid upon them. The result of the dis- 
cussion in 1888 was that the proposal 
was dropped because it received so little 
encouragement in this House. The next 
occasion on which this matter came before 
the House was in connection with the 
Bill of 1895. That Bill was one of the 
consequences of the Committee to 
which the hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary for War alluded on the Second 
Reading of this Bill. The Committee 
sat in 1894, under the presidency 
of the Financial Secretary of the War 
Office of the late Government, and con- 
sidered a number of matters in connection 
with the Volunteers. To make a long 
story short, just as the Government of 
1888 refused to proceed in the direction 


contemplated by this Bill, so did the 


Captain Sinclair. 
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Government of 1895, even after con- 
sideration of the subject by the Com. 
mittee which sat in the previous year, 
There was every evidence to show that 
the (Government of that day and the 
Financial Secretary had considered what 
steps they should take, and how far they 
should go in regard to laying further 
liabilities on the Volunteer force. On 
that subject the then Under Secretary for 
War said— 

“The Secretary of State, after consulting 
his advisers, especially those responsible for 
the administration of the reserve forces, came 
to the conclusion that it would be inexpedient 
to render the Volunteers liable to be eatled 
upon except in the most urgent circun- 
stances.” 

He went on to say that it appeared very 
important to the Government that they 
should preserve the voluntary character 
of the Volunteer force, and that the con- 
ditions under which they should be 
required to render military service should 
be restricted. The Government of 1895 
proposed that the Secretary of State 
for War should be empowered to accept 
service on the part of individuals or 
any part of a corps “in case of imminent 
national danger or emergency.” That was 
the extent to which they were. prepared 
to go. On that occasion the Liberal 
Government received the support of more 
than one distinguished Volunteer officer 
on the other side of the House. The 
hon. Member for Lewes cordially sup- 
ported his right hon. friend the Financial 
Secretary in the action that the Govern- 
ment then took in this most important 
matter, and the hon. Member for Here- 
ford, who took part in the debate, heartily 
endorsed the policy of the Government 
in proceeding cautiously and tentatively in 
regard to the laying of further liabilities 
on the Volunteers. He did not know what 
might be the opinion of those hon. Gentle- 
men at the present time. He was per 
fectly certain there would be very little 
difficulty on either side in proceeding to 
the consideration of any careful scheme 
that might render the Volunteer service 
more efficient, but he thought it was 
greatly to be regretted, at this time ot 
the session, that this proposal should be 
brought forward, especially when they 
remembered that it was a proposal which 
had not been definitely made in terms 
before, and the tendency of which had 
been rejected, not by one, but by two 
Governments. He hoped that even now 
it might seem to the Government Ut 











929 


des 
meé 
on 

dea 
cha 
and 
his 
ligt 
par 
Go 
par 
last 
pos 
Vol 
was 
OCC 
side 
tha 
had 
thi: 
any 
to | 


( 
stal 

NS 
ow! 
con 
Vol 
reg 
ges 
nec 
Th 
for 
Case 
gal! 
tior 
side 
kn 


ing 


acti 
acti 
too 
anc 
Vo 
but 
the 
tive 
the 
of 

but 
slo} 
unt 
Th 
in: 
spe 
Sta 
nec 





928 


ter con- 
he Com- 
us year, 
ow that 
and the 
ed what 
far they 
further 
ie. On 


etary for 


onsulting 
isible for 
res, came 
x pedient 
be called 

cireum- 


red very 
at they 
haracter 
the con- 
uld be 
e should 
of 1895 
f State 
» accept 
uals or 
nminent 
‘hat was 
repared 
Liberal 
of more 
r other 
e. The 
ly sup- 
inancial 
[rovern- 
|portant 
r Here- 
heartily 
srnment 
‘ively in 
abilities 
yw what 
Gentle- 
‘as per: 
‘vy little 
ding to 
scheme 
service 
it was 
time of 
ould be 
n they 
1. which 
1 terms 
ich had 
by two 
‘en now 
nt wn 











929 Volunteers 
desirable to proceed with this particular 
measure. What he wanted to point out 
on this occasion was that in a matter 
dealing with the Volunteer force— 
changing its whole position and status, 
and increasing the liability to service—in 
his humble judgment the Bill was not 
lightened by the dropping of the latter 
part. It was quite natural that the 
Government should decide to drop that 
part, considering the welcome it received 
last week The first clause was a pro- 
posal to increase the obligations of the 
Volunteer force. If that were wise, he 
was sure that the Committee on a future 
occasion would be quite ready to con- 
sider it; but it seemed to him, seeing 
that proposals having a similar tendency 
had been rejected before, undesirable on 
this occasion that they should proceed 
any further with this measure. He moved 
to leave out Clause 1. 

Question proposed, “That Clause 1 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: For my 
own part I can say, as one who has been 
connected for many years with the 
Volunteers, and as representing my own 
regiment, that I think this change sug- 
gested by the Government. is absolutely 
necessary in the interests of the country. 
The Volunteer Act of 1863 only provided 
for the calling out of the Volunteers in 
case of actual invasion. The hon. and 
gallant Gentleman who moved the rejec- 
tion of the clause has served for a con- 
siderable period in the Army, and must 
know that if the Government delay call- 
ing out the Volunteers—230,000 men— 
to repel invasion until a hostile fleet is 
actually off the coast, or the enemy has 
actually set foot on our shores, it will be 
too late to render any effective service ; 
and it has been long felt not only by the 
Volunteers and their comm: unding officers, 
but by the great mass of the force, that 
they will be prevented from giving effec- 
tive service to the country, ‘which it is 
their desire to give, not only in the event 
of the country ~ being in grave difficulty, 


but especially in ‘the event of inva- 
sion, if their services are not utilised | 
until actual invasion has occurred. 


The hon. Gentleman opposite is correct | 
ina certain part of the historical retro- 


spect which he gave. It is true that Mr. 
Stanhope was much impressed with the 
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Bill was brought forward in the session of 
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There was a certain amount of 
opposition. There was a great deal of 
business remaining undisehatged, and in 
the circumstances 1 it seemed desirable that 
the Bill should be dropped, but there was 
no serious opposition to it on the part of 
the great mass of the Volunteer force. I 
have the clearest recollection of what took 
place. In 1894 the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition, then 
Secretary of State for War, assented to 
the appointme nt of a Select Committee to 
inquire into the working of the Volunteer 

Acts and the legal condition and status of 
Volunteers serving under those Acts. 

The Financial Secretary of the War 
Office, the Member for Hanley, was 
chairman of that Committee. ‘The re- 
commendation of the Committee upon 
this particular matter was in consonance 
with the unanimous agreement as to the 
great desirability of ‘these words being 
altered. For my own part, I think if the 
Government is to blame it is to blame for 
not introducing a measure of this sort 
before. I regret that Mr. Stanhope did 
not press the measure forward. It is no 
use introducing these measures unless the 
Government intends to use its majority 
to give effect to them. I earnestly hope 
that my hon. friend will not be deterred 
by any sign of opposition, but will perse- 
vere with this measure. I have got up 
to give the views of the Volunteers. The 
hon. Gentleman opposite affected to speak 
forthe Volunteers It isdesirablethat those 
whospeak for the Volunteersshould qualify 
themselves by going through the service. 
My hon. friend who ; proposed the elimina- 
tion of the clause said he greatly feared it 
would have a prejudicial effect on the 


1888. 


recruiting for the Volunteer force. He 
will admit, I think, that I am very 


largely interested in the welfare of the 
force, and that it is not at all likely I 
should advocate a change which would 
entail an extra bende on those with 
whom I am so closely associated. I can 
assure you that the V olunteers thor oughly 
understand the meaning of the section, 
and the great mass of them—although 
among such a body as 230,000 men some 
may fear it will impose inereased liability 
upon them—think the proposed change 
absolutely necessary in the interests of 
national defence. That being so, I 


' earnestly hope that theGov ernment havi ing 


| seen fit to introduce this measure, will 


necessity for something being done, and a | | Place it this year upon the Statute- book. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I cannot speak, as my hon. friend does, in 
the name of all the Volunteers. Let us 
hope that he will not regard with superior 
contempt, which he does not always dis- 
play, those who happen to differ from 
him. He spoke with something like con- 
tempt of hon. Members in some parts of 
this House who ventured to contest his 
doctrine as to what the Volunteers 
throughout the country desire. We all 
know that my hon. and gallant friend is a 
distinguished Volunteer, but I know 
many cases where Volunteers differ in 
opinion, and where he is in a minority, 
On this occasion I cannot accept his 
pontifical assertion as absolutely conclu- 
sive in the matter. This is a clause we 
all thought, and I in the innocence of my 
heart thought, was a comparatively harm- 
less clause ; but I have since looked a little 
more closely into the matter, and I find 
that although on the first blush it may 
seem to be very much the same thing to 
talk of “actual or apprehended invasion 
of any part of the United Kingdom” 
and “imminent national danger or great 
emergency,” yet there has been found in 
these words a difference which deserves to 
be maintained. The hon. Gentleman 
referred to the speech made in the discus- 
sion in 1887 by the late Sir Edward 
Hamley. He was a distinguished soldier, 
and one of the greatest authorities on 
military questions from the constitutional 
point of view we have had in my time in 
the House, and he was emphatically of 
opinion that it would be almost fatal to 
the character of the Volunteer force if 
you were to alter these words. The 
Volunteer force is purely raised and 
maintained for domestic defence. 


Volunteers 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT : There are 
11,000 at the front. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Not as Volunteers. They have entered 
into a new engagement. There is not a 
single Volunteer serving out of the 
country, and such a thing has never been 
contemplated, and you can see the con- 
fusion we would get into if you did not 
keep up a distinction between the forces. 
What would be the distinction between 
the Militia and the Volunteers if you 
abolished the present distinction ? Here I 
am reminded of a pamphlet or paper which 
I read at the time. It was ealled, “ A Dis- 
cussion held by a Body of Volunteer 
Officers,” whom I think my hon. and gallant 
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friend will consider of some authority, 
I do not think the Queen’s Edinburgh 
Volunteers a very bad corps among all 
the distinguished corps in the Volunteer 
service, and I do not think that the 
present Lord Justice Clerk, Lord Kings- 
burgh, formerly Mr. Macdonald, is a 
mean authority on the subject. Ata 
discussion in connection with the East of 
Scotland Tactical Society on the Report 
of the Committee to which reference has 
heen made, they scouted the proposal to 
substitute a vague term for an exact term. 
Colonel J. B. Sutherland said 

“Under these conditions, and with the pro- 
posed altered phraseology, the Volunteer 
forces might conceivably be called upon to 
perform garrison duties at home when there 
Was no prospect of either actual or appre- 
hended invasion. [ ventureto think that this 
is no part of the duties of the Volunteer force, 
Ii garrison duties are to be performed in order 
to reiieve the Regular forces, these duties 
should be performed by the Militia, and if the 
Militia is not strong enough for the purpose, 
the authorities have the remedy in their own 
hands by enforcing compulsory service in the 
Militia.” 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: 
ask the date of that Report / 


May I 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
It was 1895. This distinction that the 
Volunteers are not to be called upon for 
actual military service except under the 
threat of immediate invasion is not a 
mere fancy, not a mere phantasmal case 
to make a_ distinction between one 
and another. It rests upon this What 
would happen if there was an actual or 
immediately impending invasion? All 
the business of the country would come 
to a standstill, and those men who are 
Volunteers would be free, without loss of 
professional or commercial position, to 
take part in the discharge of their duties. 
At this same symposium which I have 
quoted, Captain Hunter said 

“The main difficulty of the question lies in 
this double individuality which each Volunteer 
possesses. A regular soldier, no matter what 
his rank, has one individuality and one only; 
and it is in his military capacity that 
he earns his livelihood. I, on the other 
hand, am two distinct and separate in- 
dividuals; I am Mr. Hunter, chartered 
accountant, and I am also Captain Hunter, 
but Mr. Hunter is of vastly greater im- 


portance to methan Captain Hunter is. It is 
in my civil capacity that I earn my livelihood, 
and I have only engaged to undertake military 
service when, by ‘actual or apprehended in- 
vasion’ the country shall have been reduced to 
such a state that it will be impossible for me 
If the Com- 


to carry on my _ profession. 
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mittee’s proposals are carried out, I shall find | 


myself liable to military service under con- 
ditions where there is nothing to prevent me 
from carrying on my civil occupation.” 

That is a view which will no doubt occur 
tomany Volunteers. That is the ground 
on which it is urged that a change of this 
sort, although my hon. and gallant friend 
the Member for Central Sheftield does 
not believe it, may prejudicially affect the 
recruiting for the Volunteers. Here are 
the words used by one of the greatest 
authorities on the subject— 

“ Brigadier-General Macdonald, C.B., in 

dosing the discussion, said that he was strongly 
of opinion that the liability for service, as at 
present provided for, was + suflicient, and 
that the proposal to alter the words ‘ actual or 
apprehended invasion’ to ‘imminent national 
danger or great emergency,’ was in all respects 
an unwise one. If the words suggested were 
inserted there might be rashness on the part 
of military authorities at any time in calling 
out the Volunteers. His feeling arose mainly 
from this, that they were substituting for 
phrases which had certain and definite mean- 
ings, words which had uncertain and indefinite 
meanings. ‘Imminent national danger’ and 
‘orave emergency’ were phrases of very un- 
certain import, under which the Volunteers 
might be called upon to do duties differing 
very materially from those contemplated under 
the constitution of the force.” 
He went on to say that it might preju- 
dicially affect the position of the force. 
Ido not think these are opinions of Volun- 
teers deserving to be cast aside, even on 
the high authority of my hon. and gallant 
friend. When I heard him lay down the 
law in so peremptory a manner I thought 
that the sooner I addressed the Com- 
mittee the detter. One point which the 
hon. Gentleman urged in commending 
this clause to the House the other day on 
the Second Reading was that we got rid 
of the awkward and inconvenient neces- 
sity for a proclamation. But a proclama- 
tion is required for calling out the 
Reserves or embodying the Militia ; so 
that one more will not matter. I do not 
think there is much force in that. I 
would urge on the Committee not to make 
the change now—a change which has 
been repudiated by the House on more 
than one occasion, which has been con- 
demned by high authorities, although, of 
course, not so high as my hon. and gallant 
friend—a change of which we cannot at 
present quite fathom and measure the 
ultimate effect. What is the necessity 
for the Bill ? 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: The Bill , 


has been recommended by the Committee 
ppointed by the late Government. 


{23 Juty 1900} 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


3ut who were the Committee ? 


Sr HOWARD VINCENT: Your 
own Financial Secretary was the chair- 
man of it. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
My hon. friend the Member for Hanley, 
who was Chairman of the Committee, was 
only the bottle-holder to the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman, who inspired it with 
energy and enthusiasm, and at whose 
suggestion it was appointed. He deserves 
all the credit, and I hope he will receive 
none of the blame, for what it has done. 
The words which it is proposed to alter 
maintain the old character of the Volun- 
teer force, on which all the legislation 
with regard to them is founded, and they 
ought not to be altered even under the 
influence of the captivating arguments of 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I confess that I 
have listened to the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition with amazement. On Wednesday 
last the right hon. Gentleman welcomed 
this proposal amid unanimous cheers from 
all parts of the House. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
“Welcomed” is a strong word. I was 
directing my fire against another proposal, 
and I said of this one some words to the 
effect that it was comparatively acceptable. 
But I have since looked into the Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The right hon. 
Gentleman’s acceptance was so warm that 
I, at all events, mistook it for welcome. 
The right hon. Gentleman has since come 
upon a debate of a somewhat academic 
character which took place in 1895, and 
he now presents his own Financial 
Secretary, not as chairman of the 
Committee on this subject, but as 
bottle-holder to the hon. Member for 
Central Sheffield. That may be enough 
excuse for the right hon, Gentleman’s 
right-about turn, but the Government, 
who are responsible for this Bill, which 
they believe to be of the greatest import- 
ance to Volunteers, and to be generally 
welcomed by them, will do their best to 
see it passed this session. All are agreed 
that the Volunteers exist to repel inva- 
sion. The only point is whether Her 
Majesty is bound to declare to the whole 
world by proclamation that she appre- 
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hends invasion, at a time when diplomacy | 
is atits last gasp. What I said the other | 
day—and I am bound to repeat my argu- | 
ment—was that when a foreign ‘ambas- | 
sador accredited to this Court was in 
daily and hourly conference with our own 
Foreign Secretary, was not the time Her 
Majesty should be made to proclaim with 
her own mouth that she apprehends in- 
vasion. Of course it will not be done. 
Everybody knows that no Government 
would issue that proclamation, which is 
so different from other proclamations, 
precisely because it contains these words, 
which would be so inopportune. That 
is why we propose that the terms should 
be amended. If that be true—and I think 
it was generally said the other day—it 
follows that no step could be taken 
to put the Volunteers into a position to 
repel invasion until invasion had taken 
place. I say again, as I said on Wed- 
nesday last, that no War Office, after any 
amount of re-organisation, could tura the 
Volunteers into a field Army, with trans- 
port and supplies, in the course of twenty- 
four or forty-eight hours. It could not 
be done in less than two or three weeks. 
If this change should be refused, then all 
the money spent on the Volunteers is 


wasted, and the Volunteers are being 
made fools of. We have heard it said 


that the military authorities will call out 
the Volunteers rashly. The military 
authorities will not call them out at all 
unless it is the policy of the Government. 
To call them out would cost for the first 
month £2,500,000 in pay and allowances 
alone, while each ensuing month would 
cost £1,570,000. If the cost of transport 
and provisions and equipment is added, 
the first month would cost £4,000,000. 
I have no fear that any Government will 
rashly authorise that expenditure. I 
believe that if this alteration is made 
other Governments will follow in the 
steps of all Governments who have pre- 
sided over the destinies of this country, 
and will not incur that charge until it is 
absolutely necessary. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Here- 
ford): I agree to some extent that this 


dill is a useful measure, but the importance 
of it has been exaggerated. Iam sure if 


we were in the peculiar position of being 


on the verge of invasion it would m: ike 
very little difference whether the Volun- 
teers were called out in consequence of 
“imminent national danger” or “ appre- 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 
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hended invasion.” The nation would be 
perfectly well aware of the reason why 
they were called out. Ido not, myself, 
think very much of the argument that 
ithe character of the Volunteer force 
would be changed if the Bill passed into 
law. Asam: atter of fact the force has 
changed considerably during the last few 
years. When it was first established the 
greater part of the force were in the 
position described by Captain Hunter in 
the speech which was quoted by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition ; but within the last few years 
a great number of the men who have 
joined the force really belong to the Militia, 
They have joined the Volunteer force 
because it is the easier force—because 
more amusement can be obtained out of 
it, and they are taken away from their 
work less. What is really wanted is not 
so much a measure of this kind—although 
I shall vote for it—as such a training ‘of 
the whole Volunteer force that when a 
national emergency does arise those who 
volunteer for that force will be of imme- 
diate use. The first object of the War 
Office ought to be to furnish us with a 
Volunteer force that is thoroughly 
effective, so that when men volunteer for 
active service they may be of use at once. 
If some system of th: ut kind i 1S adopted — 


*THoe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
That does not seem to be relevant to the 
clause under discussion. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE: What I 
meant to imply was that in a case of 
national emergency the Government of 
the day would have at hand, voluntarily 
offering themselves for the Volunteer force, 
the class of men whom they would require 
to meet that particular emergency. [| 
shall vote for this measure, because I 
think to some extent it may be useful, 
but I should not vote for it if [ thought 
the intention of the Government was to 
mislead the people by making them sup- 
pose that this measure would to any large 
extent render the Volunteer force more 
effective than at present, or that by it 
something was done really to organise 
the military forces of the Empire. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh): 
I think it is important clearly to under- 
stand from the Government what is in- 
tended to be the practical effect of 
the change of words here suggested. | 
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know quite well that no intention can 
bind the successors of, or even the 
resent Government, but we ought to be 
told clearly what the practical effect will 
be of changing these well-known definite 
words for other words less definite. The 
Under Secretary for War gives us to 
understand that no change was intended, 
that the Volunteers would be called out 
under the new form as under the old 
form, only when the Government appre- 
hended invasion, and that the Govern- 
ment did not wish to put the fact ina 
Proclamation for fear it should interfere 
with the course of diplomacy and_pre- 
cipitate that which they wished to avoid. 
If it were clearly understood that that was 
the intention of the Government it would 
make a great difference ; and I hope the 
Under Secretary will be able to assure us 
on that point. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
made two speeches in which I en- 
deavoured to convey that idea, and I 
doubt whether I should be more success- 
ful if 1 made a third. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Tread the Second 
Reading speech of the hon. Gentleman 
very carefully, but I do not think he 
made it so clear as he has now done. If 
that is the case, and thac intention is acted 
upon, it will make the clause practically 
innocuous and also inoperative. But the 
House had an apprehension that that was 
not the whole object of the Government. 
It is obvious that within the last few 
months the country has passed through 
circumstances which might fairly be called 
“a great emergency.” I think after the 
battle of Colenso we were certainly in a 
position which might be so described, and 
the Government would have been per- 
fectly within their rights —if the law 
had been as they are now proposing to 
make it—in calling out the Volunteers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM was understood to 


dissent. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT: The hon. Gentle- 
man shakes his head. That means, I 


suppose, that the Government would not , 


have done it. I am glad of that, but they 
would have been at perfect liberty to 
have done so. 
will be that instead of depending on the 
definite words of the Act we shall de- 
pend upon the good will of the Govern- 
ment, which is somewhat changeable, 
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‘and the Volunteers themselves will never 
_know exactly what are the obligations 


they undertake. If the change is applied 
in the manner suggested, I do not 
think it will make much difference; but if 
at any time the Government were in a 
tight place and called on the Volunteers 
—it would be then, after the Volunteers 
and the employers of Volunteers had had 
experience of the new condition under 
which these men would be called out for 
service —that the force must suffer in popu- 
larity, and this change be found to bea 
very grave one. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): As 
an old Scottish Volunteer, and still in 
close touch with the force, and with 
some of the most eminent and practical 
commanding officers, | wish to say a few 
words in support of this clause, the ob- 
ject of which is to render the volunteers 
more promptly available as an important 
portion of the great defensive forces of 
our country in any time of imminent 
national danger or great emergency, 
even if that emergency or danger does 
not amount to actual or apprehended 
invasion. I believe that recent events 
have proved the desirability of this 
measure. It is argued that the introduc- 
tion of such a Bill is not opportune, and 
that if brought forward at all it should 
be in conjunction with some more impor- 
tant measure. But I[ think it isa most 
opportune, useful, and necessary measure, 
and one which will form a very valuable 
instalment of any complete scheme of re- 
organisation and reform, which I hope 
will be undertaken immediately after the 
present war, and with the light of the 
experience which that war has afforded 
us. Seeing that increased duties and re- 
sponsibilities are to be placed onthe Volun- 
teers, it is natural that they and their 
friends should be anxious to know what 
increased encouragement and support the 
Government propose to give them. My 
opinion is that if the Government sup- 
port the Volunteers, as we hope they 
will do, not only would the efticiency of 
the force be increased, but its numbers 
would be doubled, so that there might 
easily be a force of half a million ready 
to be promptly availed of in case of 
imminent national danger or great emer- 
gency, a large portion of whom would 
volunteer to serve in any part of the 
world, still leaving in this country for 
the legitimate purposes of home defence 
a very much larger number of Volunteers. 
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than are at present in existence. I give 
my cordial support to the clause now 
before the Committee. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- | 


side): I shall certainly support the omis- 
sion of the clause. When the Under 
Secretary for War stated a few months 
ago the effect of the alteration of these 
words upon the course of any delicate 
diplomacy which might be in progress, I 
admit he struck a note which, if it had 
been a sound one, would have compelled 
me to vote against my hon. and gallant 
friend. The whole purport of the hon. 
Gentleman’s remarks was that the effect 
of the alteration of these words would 
be to prevent something being regarded 
by a foreign Power as an act of 


war. I am quite unable to see that 
the difference in these words could 
possibly have that effect. If we were 


engaged in such delicate diplomacy I 
should be the last to turn that diplomacy 
into provocation; we have had quite 
enough of that. But what would be 
the actual effect? Under the present 
law, if the Volunteers were called 
out, a foreign Power would know it 
was because of an actual or apprehended 
invasion of some part of the United 
Kingdom. And if these words were de- 
leted, and for them were substituted the 
words, “imminent national danger or 
great emergency,” what difference could 
it possibly have upon the course of diplo- 
matic negotiations with any foreign 
Power? Does the hon. Member mean to 
tell the Committee that trained diplo- 
matists would be so ignorant of the state 
of affairs that it would make the slightest 
difference to them what the words were 
which formed the basis on which the 
Volunteers were called out, so long as the 
words indicated national danger? We 
who are not regarded as being at all 
advocates of militarism have always 
differentiated between a force which, as 
the law stands, is a purely home defence 
force, a body of citizen soldiers, and the 
regular Army; and I confess that, much 
as [ detest war, and militarism generally, 


anything in reason to make that volun- | 
|lous Minister, who might use it for a 
| purpose foreign to that for which it was 


tary arm more effective would have my 
support. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Then you | 


ought to vote for this clause. 


MADDISON : The hon. 


Mr. 
dogmatism is so 


gallant Gentleman’ 


Mr. Wylie. 


‘the Volunteers of this country. 
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common that it really has no market 
price now. The Under Secretary for War 
needs to be very cautious of the hon. and 
gallant Member for Central Sheffield, 
because he represents the jingo section of 
That 
section is a very small portion of that 
great force ; there are very few who have 
such great ambitions. The majority are 
mere citizens, and do not want to be any- 
thing else ; they have no desire to become 
soldiers in all but name, they simply 
want to belong to a force whose one call 
upon them is the defence of their native 
land. I say, deliberately, that if the 
Under Secretary of State for War wants 
really to encourage volunteering, instead 
of tampering with the force, he should 
make it more and more clear that the 
members belong to a home defence force 
and that alone. The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman shakes his head ; he, at any 
rate, is candid. But I am speaking of the 
great mass of the rank and file, the poor 
men—the Volunteers with wives and 
families—who are quite content to serve 
their country, and believe they are 
serving their country, although not 
treading a foreign strand, by making 
themselves effective, so that should 
occasion arise they may be prepared to 
defend their native land against invasion. 
But you do not even say “ great national 
emergency.” What do you mean by 
“great emergency”? I can conceive a 
state of affairs in which you might have 
an emergency which was not an emer- 
gency from outside at all, and I say 
deliberately, I will be no party to giving 
to a Minister, when Parliament is not 
sitting, the great power here proposed, 
and the duty of interpreting these. words, 
seeing that the result might be of such 
serious moment to the working classes of 
this country. There is no need for this Bill 
so far as the effectiveness of the Volun- 
teers is concerned. We who vote against 
this clause are not voting in any way 
against making the Volunteer force 


effective ; we are voting to maintain the 


original and true character of the force, 


‘and to prevent it being placed in the 


hands of any foolish or possibly unscrupu- 


formed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: May I correct a 


and misapprehension under which the hon. 


Member has spoken? By the law of the 
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land we cannot move Volunteers out of 
the country at all. 


Mr. MADDISON : I did not say other- 
wise. 1 can assure the hon. Gentleman I 
had no such thought in my mind. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Then the hon. 
Member seemed to think that some great 
emergency of a social character might 
arise. We cannot use a Volunteer against 
the civil power. 


CoLONEL PILKINGTON: I should 
like to congratulate my hon. friend the 
Under Secretary —— 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present, 


*CoLONEL PILKINGTON: I should 
very much like to say how much I con- 
gratulate the Government and my hon. 
friend the Under Secretary for War 
on the introduction of this Bill. It seems 
to me that Clause 1 is a clause which 
makes a valuable change which will be 
welcomed by the Volunteers. This is the 
opinion not only of Volunteer officers, 
but also of many men of business through- 
out the country who are not connected 
with Volunteers at all. They feel that 
these words are wanted in order to im- 
prove the scope of the Bill. Now, Sir, 
with regard to the new words, it seems to 
methat they are very much better than the 
old words, and may cover the old words, 
and as for supposing that they would be 
wrongly used by the Government, I 
think that any such remark or objec- 
tion, when looked into carefully, en- 
tirely falls to the ground. It is not the 
War Office, but the Government of the 
day, and the Government of the day is 
the Cabinet which represents the majority 
of the House of Commons, and is it 
likely any Cabinet or Government that 
has behind it the House of Commons 
would be so foolish or rash as to do any- 
thing which in any way would be dan- 
gerous ? What we find so generally in 
this kind of thing is that the Government, 
instead of being precipitate and rash, and 
instead of acting with great speed, the 
danger is that they generally act too 
slowly. With regard to almost all the 
military movements of whatever kind 
which have taken place for many years 
past, we have moved with very great care 
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and very great wisdom, and very often 
with too much hesitation. I do not 
believe that there is any danger in the 
words proposed. On the contrary, I 
believe there is very great safety in 
them. In my opinion they have 
been long wanted, and I believe that 
no business man, Volunteer or other- 
wise, would object to the  inser- 
tion of these words. I have for many 
years past believed that in Volunteer 
circles it was the opinion that some such 
words should be inserted. It has been 
urged that the insertion of such 
words would be distasteful to the Volun- 
teers, and that they would not inerease 
their number. Ido not believe that for 
a moment. I think this will meet the 
views of Volunteers in great measure, and 
they will see something here is done 
which will make their force much more 
effective, and I will explain to the House 
why I think so ina few moments. The 
South African War must have added 
50,000 at least new members to the force. 
In a regiment I know very well I know 
that the battalicn has increased very 
much. I think that isa proof that the 
Volunteers, if they see danger to the 
country, will immediately rally to the 
country’s cause, and come forward in 
greater numbers. I will give another in- 
stance of the effect on Volunteers. It 
was at one time said that fourteen days 
camping of Volunteers would create a 
great deal of enthusiasm. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is travelling beyond the 
limits of this clause. He must confine 
himself strictly to this clause. 


*COLONEL PILKINGTON: I accept 
your ruling, Mr. Chairman. I see the old 
words are “ Actual or apprehended inva- 
sion.” If the Government wait until an 
actual invasion begins before they call out 
the Vclunteers, I say distinectly—knowing 
something of the Volunteers, and being a 
Volunteer officer—I think we should go 
simply to the shambles. I believe there 
would be confusion, and we should not 
know where we were or what we were 
doing. The foreign forces would be 
actually on our soil, probably in great 
numbers, and although it is very likely 
they would not get very much further 
because of the Line and Militia, we as a 
force should be no good at all. That is 


my opinion, and [I will explain why I 
think so. 


We now find when we go into 
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camp that it is only after a week’s or a | 


fortnight’s drill that different battalions, 
as it were, begin to feel at home. 
After a few days or a fortnight we find 
ourselves far better than we were at the 
end of the first week. Wherever we 
are sent, at first we should be all at sea; 
we should not know the ground or the 
town. By degrees we should get accus- 
tomed to the surroundings, and it would 
be found then whether we were short of 
transport or not. In the camp in which 
I was this year for fourteen days, there 
were many things wanted. Perhaps 
the ammunition cart had got no horse, 
and—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
must ask the hon. Member to resume his 
seat when I rise. The hon. Member is 
now discussing the general training of 
Volunteers, which cannot now be raised. 


*CoLONEL PILKINGTON: I am try- 
ing to show that at least a month or six 
weeks training would be required to 
ensure some amount of efficiency among 
the Volunteers. But it does seem to me 
that it is too much to expect good results 
if the Volunteers were called out forty- 
eight hours after the invasion has begun. 
They could not be an etticient force under 
those circumstances, and it seems to me 
that if the War Office and the Govern- 
ment and the country are to rely upon 
the Volunteers for the home defence 
force—looking at the great numbers and 
the great part they fill in the forces—it is 
absolutely necessary that they should be 
afforded every opportunity tor making 
themselves efficient, and be put in a posi- 
tion so that they may become acquainted 
with the position and be furnished with 
all the requisites and transport equipment, 
so that if the enemy comes up they may 
be well prepared to give a good account 
of themselves. It seems to me that the 
changes it is proposed to make are in the 
right direction. They would enable the 
Government to take time by the forelock 
and get the Volunteers in that position 
in which they might have to make a stand 
eventually. What the Volunteers wish is 
to be sutticiently etticient to be called out 
at the proper time and be ready for an 
invasion if it should come. I hope this 
change will be made, and that the clause 
at it stands, without Amendment, will be 
passed, I trust that the measure will 
become law this session. 


Colonel Pilkington. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich) 


said he was afraid this clause, if passed 
would have a very bad effect upon the 
Voiunteers. He had listened to the 
remarks of several hon. Members, and he 
preferred the opinion of his hon. friend 
the Member for the Leigh Division in 
regard to the rank and file of Volun- 
teers to that of the hon. and gallant 
Member for Central Sheffield, who was 
an officer in the Volunteer service. 
He doubted whether the opinion of 
the Volunteers was so much in favour 
of the measure as it had been repre- 
sented to be. For a commanding officer 
to merely summon the Volunteers before 
him and ask them whether they liked 
this change or not was not the correct 
way to arrive at their real opinions. He 
thought it was far more likely that the 
Volunteers would not be in favour of a 
change like this. A great many Volun- 
teers came from small employers, and ine 
could understand such employers not 
liking their clerks to be liable to be called 
out except in case of apprehended. in- 
vasion. It seemed to him that. this 
clause was placing a very great power in 
the hands of the particular Minister at 
any particular time. ‘There was no doubt 
that the phrase “imminent national danger 
or great emergency” allowed a great 
deal of latitude, and it might be inter- 
preted very differently by — different 
Ministers at different times. On the 
other hand, the terms on which the 
Volunteers were elected at the present 
time were not at all ambiguous, for they 
all knew that they were only going to be 
called upon for active service in case their 
country was invaded. When the ordinary 
Volunteer came to read the terms of this 
clause which it was proposed to substitute, 
an ambiguity would be found about it 
which was not at all desirable, and which 
he thought would prevent a great many 
men enlisting in the service. Perhaps atthe 
present moment this provision would not 
deter any men from joining, but when the 
war was over, and the people came to pay 
the bills which they would be called upon 
to pay, he thought it would discourage 
people from joining the Volunteers. 
He had not had the practical experi- 
ence of the hon. and gallant Member 
for Central Sheffield, although he had 
once had the privilege of being a full 
private, and he might say that his own 
experience did not coincide with the ex- 


perience of the hon. and gallant Member 
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opposite who was a colonel in the Volun- 
ers. He thought this provision was a 
very undesirable one, and unless the hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill could | 
give them a more practical and satisfac- | 
tory explanation why this change was 
wanted he should certainly vote ‘against 
the clause. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) | 


believed that this Bill would increase the 
martial spirit amongst their Volunteers. 
Personally, when the Bill for the war 
came to be paid he had no fear of the 
result, and in case of an apprehended in- 
yasion or imminent national danger he 
believed that a large number of their 
Volunteers would be found ready to join 
not only in the defence of their country, 
but to go anywhere in the interests of 
their country. What had they found in 
the case of the invasion of British ter- 
ritory in South Africa? There a horde 
of undrilled peasants, fifty of whom 
could not march in line together, but 
who could shoot straight, had been 
able to oppose successfully the finest 
forces in the world. He thought this 
South African war had shown very 
forcibly the necessity of having a Volun- 
ter force which would be ready to go 
anywhere and do anything at the call of 
duty. He heartily supported this mea- 
sure, and he sincerely hoped that there 
would be appointed some person who 
would have charge of the Volunteer forces, 
for he should not like to hear of another 
mistake being made like the unfortunate 
instance of which the House was already 
ware. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : The 
speech just delivered by the hon. Member 
does not help the Government very much, 
because practically what he says is w: inted 
isa condition of things that will enable 
the Volunteers to be called out, and in 
his own words, “to go anywhere and do 
anything.” 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON: I did not say 
[ wanted such a state of things to arise. 
What I said was that if such a condition 
of things arose the Volunteers would be 
found ready and willing to go anywhere 
and do anything, 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: But if these 
men are so anxious to defend their 
country, they only need to go down to the 
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| recruiting sergeant, and then they can 
| share the honour and distinction of going 
to South Africa by enlisting like the 
ordinary soldier, who at this moment is 
| so pluckily doing his work. I have been 
out just now tothe Vote Office, and 
what do I find? I find that we have five 

3ills, all of which are significant of the 


spirit of militarism that is being 
introduced into this country at this 
particular moment. We have a Bill 


tor the Volunteers, one for the Reserve 
Forces, one or the Military Manceuvres, 
the Military Lands Bill, and the Naval 
Reserve Bill, and ev ery one of these Bills 
seeks to extend the power which the 
Government now has for giving more men 
to the Reserve, and calling them out at 


the discretion of the Admiralty. These 
measures give the Government more 


latitude and discretion in mobilising the 
Naval Reserves than they have hitherto 
had. With regard to the Military Lands 
Bill, we see a military spirit pervading 
that measure, and military lands are to be 
placed at the discretion of the War Office, 
and it is proposed to give commanding 
officers power to close roads and to do 
other things. Then we have the Reserve 
Forces Bill, which gives the War Office 
similar powers in relation to the Reserve 
forces. I think the whole of these Bills 
are symptomatic of an attempt to rush 
through the House of Commons in the 
emergency of the war with South Africa 
a series of measures to convert the Volun- 
teer force into the Militia force or some- 
thing like a conscript force under 
conscript conditions. I object to this 
Volunteers Bill, notwithstanding the fact 
,that the Under Secretary for War has 
| deleted Sub-section () of Clause 2, and I 
do so on the ground that if you allow the 
War Office to determine without confir- 
mation of this House what an imminent 
national danger or a great emergency is, 
we shall probably see a further develop- 
ment of what we have quite recently 
witnessed—namely, the Volunteers being 
moved forward to the Militia stage, the 
Militia moved to the Army Reserve stage, 
the Army Reserves moved forward to the 
Regular Army, and the Indian Army 
again brought into Europe,and the Regular 
Army depleted at home to go abroad. 


The Volunteers, under the phrase 
“imminent national danger or great 


emergency,” could be called upen to 
strengthen the depleted garrisons of the 
Regular Army, and they could be called 
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out for purposes which under the | this Bill is wanted. What is more, you 
present law would not be legal. | will let the Volunteers think, by the pass. 
I protest against that. Iobject by a side | ing of this Bill, that they are to be subject 
wind or by any other patriotic subterfuge to the discretion of the War Office, | 
to convert what is a voluntary force into | would not trust much to the discretion of 
what isa more or less compulsory force the War Office. They have bungled in 
at the discretion of the War Office. If} South Africa; they make a megs of 
this Bill is passed with this phrase, | nearly everything they take in hand, and 
“imminent national danger or great if they have this Bill they will have 
emergency,” you will change the cha- power to do with the Volunteers what 
racter of the Volunteer army, which is at they did with the whole military arrange. 
present well understood by the Volunteers, ments in South Africa. I am not pre 
who joined under well-known conditions, pared to give a War Office such as ours 
and who do not object to be summoned the discretionary power of calling out the 
when there is actual or apprehended Volunteers when in its opinion a great 
invasion. You will damage the Volur- emergency has arisen. If the War Office 
teers as part of our national defence, and had done their duty, the necessity of dis. 
will convert that force into a more or less cussing this Bill would not have arisen at 
compulsory foree, probably for service all. If the Army had been in a state 
abroad. What is a ‘great emergency ”? of etticiency, as it ought to have been 
The Emperor of Germany, a few years ago, considering the amount of money voted 
made his celebrated “ mailed fist ” speech. for it, we should not be called upon to 
This country seemed to have lost its head diseuss this Bill at all. Then we ar 
over it. They took a great deal too much asked to spoil the Volunteer foree—for that 
notice of the German Emperor, and more is what it means—bhecause the War Office 
notice of him on that occasion than I have not acted efficiently. Immediately 
would take of his utterances on any the Volunteers recognise you are tamper- 
occasion, They called out the Flying ingwith free voluntary enlistment, and that 
Squadron, which was not out as soon as it they are to be put under the discretionary 
ought to have been, and not quite as powers of Lord Lansdowne, then the 
etticient as it ought to have been, con- Volunteer army will disappear like butter 
sidering the money spent on the Navy. in the sun. The hon. and gallant Gentle. 
[t was called out in answer to the man opposite says that the Volunteers 
“mailed fist” speech of the Emperor. like it. Where is the proof! What 
Under the Volunteer Act you could not Volunteer corps has been brought togethe 
have construed that speech asan imminent and had the terms of this Bill submitted 
national danger or great emergency. But to them? Has a plebiscite been taken o 
if this Bill is passed and the German the hon. and gallant Gentieman’s ows 
Emperor makes another “mailed fist” regiment? I have ten times as many ¢/ 
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speech, you will have the Flying Squa- the Queen’s Westminsters living in my 
dron called out again, supplemented by constituency as the hon. Member has. 
the hon. and gallant Member for 

Central Shettield calling the Queen’s Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I an 
Westminsters together and saying, , willing to meet you in your constituency. 
“ Here is the German Emperor making | 

another ‘mailed fist’ speech. Let us; Mr. JOHN BURNS: I will not take 
under the new Act appeal to the War! the trouble to meet the hon. and gallant 
Oftice to interpret it as an imminent | Gentleman. The Queen’s Westminster 
national danger or great emergency, and | are etlicient Volunteers, and they want ti 
then the Act may be put into operation.” | remain Volunteers. They do not wan! 
That is to happen whenever a tinpot | to listen to a lot of prancing patriots 
European monarch makes a speech which | whose idea of the Volunteer force is tha! 
cannot possibly harm England, and |every man in England who is not i 
who has not a Navy equal to a tenth | soldier or a sailor should be a marine. | 
of our Navy. The whale and the/| can assure the hon. and gallant Gentle 
elephant rarely come into collision.| man that in his zeal to improve th 
Under this Bill gentlemen like the hon. | Volunteers as a defensive force he } 
and gallant Member for Central Shetfield | going the wrong way about it, and that! 
will be petitioning the War Office | the Volunteers are placed under the dis 
to call out the Volunteers. I do not think | cretion of the War Office, men will refus 


Mr. John Burns. 
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join, and the Volunteers will suffer in| of service which the Bill undoubtedly 
wumber, in esprit de corps, and in efficiency, | imposes on the Volunteer force. The 
subject Mf ad they will refuse to be converted from | reply made to that is that the Volunteers 
fice. | i practically voluntary force into a more } are patriotic, that the present emergency 
etion of ff wr less conscriptive force. It is because | has shown tl ere is need for their serv ces, 
igled in this Bill is one of a series of militarizing | and that therefore this Bill is justified. 
mess of mactments, which has for its object a It seems to me that that does not meet 
ind, and wnscript Militia, and the making of a the point at all. If it is said that the 
i!l have free Volunteer Army into a more or less | present emergency has shown that the 
rs what onscriptive force, and because the Volunteers have come forward, that is 
arrange. @ Volunteers will be sadly damaged in in itself a condemnation of _ this 
not pref eliciency and numbers, that 1 protest | measure, because it is perfectly clear 
as ours wainst it. I come to one of my last | that there is now an ample outlet for 
out thei pints. The political atmosphere just now | the patriotic spirit of the Volunteers. 
a great i charged with everything of a military My contention is that the present 
ur Office ff character. We see hon. and gallant Gentle- | law is sufficient. The Under Secretary 
v of dis. nen like the Member for Central Sheffield for War has referred to the undesirability 
risen at aad the members of town councils asking, of issuing a proclamation while negotia- 
a state ina fever of panic, that the police should | tions are going on, but does anybody 
ve been ff learmed. They want rifle ranges here, , mean to contend that no steps would be 
+y voted ff there, and everywhere, and they want the taken for the defence of this country or 
upon to Volunteers converted into a conscriptive the assertion of its power until we found 
we are force. The militarization of English it necessary to call out the Volunteers ? 
for that public life is going on to an extent that Under the present law, whenever an order 
ar Office would be absolutely unnecessary if the is in force for the embodiment of the 
ediately§ War Office did its work properly, and if | Militia the Government can accept the 
tamper-§ te Army and Navy were looked after to services of the Volunteers. At the 
and that the extent they should be. It is because present time such an order is in force, 
etionary§ this Bill is one more link in the chain of and the argument that the issue of a 
1en the jingoising England that I protest against | proclamation would render the negotia- 
e butter§ i. lf the Volunteers inmy ownconstituency tions difficult seems to have no weight 
t Gentle we in favour of this Bill, I have received whatever. For instance, a proclamation 
lunteersff no evidence of it. Ido not believe that is necessary to call out the Army Reserve, 
Whatff there is one Volunteer in a thousand who and another to call out the Militia, and 
togethef knows of the existence of this measure, in such a case Parliament must meet, if it 
ibmittelf ov who has considered its terms with is not sitting, ten days after the proclama- 
taken oiff lis comrades. It is because I believe tion is issued, and it cannot be sup- 
n’s ow:f tle Bill is intended to place the Volun- posed that the situation would be 
many og ters under the discretion of the War rendered more intense by calling out 
g in mig Uilice, and to enable them to be called up the Volunteers. That is an argument 
has. a any time for service both at home and | that will not hold water. The second 
droad, that I am opposed to it. I oppose argument of the Under Seerctary is that 

I anf t also because I have a greater regard for it might be necessary that certain parti- 
tituency.§ te Volunteer force than the hon. and | cular garrisons should be manned on cer- 
allant Member for Central Sheftield, who tain particular occasions, but surely the 

not takeff las the most unfortunate knack of doing | present situation has shown there would 
1 gallant tie right thing in the wrong way, and of not be the slightest difficulty in appealing 
tminsterf wing about a good thing in a way which to the patriotic spirit of the Volunteers 
- want tiff iltimately defeats his purpose. 1 intend in order to obtain a sufficient number. I 
1ot wan hallenging a division upon this Bill, should like to ask the Under Secretary 
patriots vhich I believe to be unnecessary. for War if he would state explicitly 
e is that how far the present powers fall short of 
is not # Caprain SINCLAIR: There is one the powers proposed in this Bill. This 
ariné. [mint which does not seem to have been | Bill really means a good deal, or it means 
t Gentle deared up in the discussion. It is most , nothing at all. If it means nothing at all 
gy tifficult to get the critics and the advo- | except a mere change of words, then I 
rd that tes of this particular clause together. | think it is a great pity that the Govern. 
the dif My hon. friend who has just spoken | ment should have put us to the incon- 
ill refu§ las referred to the increased liability venience of discussing it at this period of 
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does mean. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 

Banbury, Frederic George 

wseomg) Frederick Gorell 
darry, Rt. Hn. A.H.S- (Hunts 

Bartley, George C. T. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Seckett, Ernest William 
Sethell, Commander 
sill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 

Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 

Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 

Chamberlain,). Austen, Wore’r 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 

Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 

Cooke,C. W. Rad :litfe( Heref’d) 

Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 

Cornwallis, Fiennes S. W. 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Digby, John Kk. D. Wingfield- 

Donkin, Richard Sim 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir William H. 

Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

Firbank, Joseph Thomas 

Fisher, William Hayes 

Flanne sry. Sir Fortescue 

Flower, Ernest 

Gartit, William 


Abrahain, William(Cork,N. E.) 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 

Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brunner, Sir John ‘Tomlinson 
Burns, Jobn 

Buxton, aaety Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Galen, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(South’ pn 
Fenwick, Charles 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon,SirWilliam Brampton 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Captain Sinclair, 


If it means a great deal, the | 
Committee have a right to know all it | The House divided : — Ayes, 127: 
(Division List No. 231.) 


| O’Brien, Patriek (Kilkenny) 
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| Noes, 62. 
AYES. 


Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
—_— Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Gose hen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gourley SirEdwardTemperley 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 

Hardy, —— e 

H: slett, S » James Horner 
lace, Alexander 
Holland, William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Kimber, Henry 
Lafone, Alfred | 
Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn. | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Colonel A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowles. John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Luecas-Shadwell, William 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinl’rgh, W 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdiuand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrison, James A. (Wilts.S.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray. Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Mivers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbt. Pike(Darlingt’n) 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W illiam (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qu’n’sC 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O'Connor, Arthur (Donega!) 





Bill. 


Question put. 


Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes , Newton) 
Platt- Higgins, KF rederick 
tg lunkett, Rt. Hn. Hor. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, M: ajor }'rederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Kt. Hn.SirMatthewW, 
titehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hae kney 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Co]. ThosMyles 
Sh: arpe, William Edward T, 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Hon. W. F.D.(Strand 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent,Col. SirC EH (Sheffield 
Welby, Lt.-Col, ACE( Taunton 
W elby, ~~ ‘harles G. E. (Notts. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willonghby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd,Win. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. Ri Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart: 
Wylie, Alexander 
W yndbi um, George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. 


AYES—Sir 
and Mr. 
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Anstruther. 





952 





053 
Clau 
CaP 


yas no 
yas UI 
provish 
prehen 
things 
Tolunt 
forts 01 
definite 
in ord 
ater t 
“garris 


Ame 


“In pi 
‘warTiso 


Ques 


‘warrist 


Mr. 
Under | 
know h 
he paid 
questiol 
want a 
amore 
his col 
ment— 


*THE 
The onl 
mittee 
limited 


Mr. | 
the hon. 
las not 
I said tl 





Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersyill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees 
Scott, Charles P. (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W. 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
‘Tennant, Harold John 
Ure, Alexander 

vd age Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbroug 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES- 
Captain Sinclair and M: 
Humphreys-Owen. 
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Clause 2 :— 

CapTAIN SINCLAIR said that there 
yasnothing definite in the clause. What 
yas urged with regard to this particular 
provision was that ‘before “actual or ap- 
jehended invasion ” was the condition of 
things the Gov comes might call upon 
olunteer artillery to garrison certain 
rts or outlying places, “but it was not 
definitely stated. Therefore he wished, 
in order to limit the clause, to insert 
iter the word “ Volunteer” the words 
“garrison artillery.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 10, after ‘ Volunteer,’ to insert 
‘varrison artillery.’ —(Captain Sinclair.) 





mehouse 
hosMyle ff Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘ard T. @ ‘carrison artillery ’ be there inserted.” 
(Strand + — Po - 
‘Taveat @ MR. JOHN BURNS said before the 
~ B(nder Secretary replied he would like to 
know by what method these men were to 
Murray fl paid for their services. He put the 
‘hilips ff question for the reason that he did not 
ast want a Volunteer to be coerced, or, to use 
Shelliellf , more expressive phrase, to be bluffed by 
Taunton ti; colonel into consenting to  enlist- 
5. (Notts. 5 ; 
(Birm.) g ment— 
y, Lord 
kK) § *THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order 
bheers The only question now before the Com- 
“Stuart. mittee is whether this clause shall be 
limited to garrison artillery or not. 
rks EW Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid that 
ves—Sirg te hon. and gallant Member for Forfar 
ind Mr.ff las not quite correctly apprehended what 
I said the other day, although what he 
las just said does very nearly cover the 
rhole purpose we contemplate. I think 
the language [ used was that we only con- 
rd wmplated putting garrisons into forts 
_ it any estuary le iding up to a harbour, 
‘burgh Those garrisons, or 99 per cent, of them, 
shie re + -composed of garrison artillery, but 
m-Teesl thereare someother Volunteers 1 equired— 
m hree or four bicyclists, for instance—to 
sley § try on communications between the 
aries J ort and the rear. Under the scheme of 
—— lefence as it at present exists, we require 
oy ‘B about 7 7,500 men in order to give requl- 
' ‘ite garrisons to the forts w hich have been 
constructed in the Mersey, at Bristol, in 
almer # the Tyne and the Clyde. These gar- 
sbrou:# tisons are almost all composed of garrison 
artillery, but there must necessarily be 
Nogs-§ some submarine miners and engineers. 
nd Mu These garrisons would only go to their 
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posts for drill on frequent occasions, but 
these things cannot be left to mere chance. 
The very worst preparation for war is to 
issue an appeal at the last moment. It is 
far better that a force of 7,500 men out 
of a force of 250,000 who are prepared to 
qualify for these posts should be allowed 
to register their names in times of peace. 
I cannot go back from that view. There 
is no danger of any sort or kind, and the 
fears with whichhon. Members are haunted 
-are so illusory that I find it hard to 
believe their arguments are serious. It 
appears to be a deliberate attempt to play 
at the game, that we are living in the 
eighteenth century instead of in the dawn 
of the twentieth. These forts have been 
built and armed, and these men ask to be 
allowed to form part of the garrisons, and 
we ask that they shall be allowed to do 
so. The proposition is so reasonable that 
Ido not think I am justified in further 
occupying the time of the House by 
labouzing the point. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
When this matter was before the 
House on .the Second Reading, it was 
pointed out, and I thought there was a 
great deal in the proposition made, 
that instead of extending this to the whole 
250,000 men it should be confined to the 
7,500 you require. Supposing you are 
going to man the forts on the Tyne, 
surely you are not going to Cornwall to 
get men ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The object of the 
clause is to make it definite instead of 
allowing it to remain indefinite. We should 
only take the men from the immediate 
districts. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Then I have no objection to it myself. I 
think that is a reasonable suggestion. 
These men would be in a very much 
better position to discharge their duties if 
they knew them some time in advance ; 
but if this is to make it definite I cannot 
conceive anything more indefinite than 
the words in the Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I propose to move 
an Amendment which entirely meets that 
objection. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Amendment of the hon. Member 
does meet it to some extent, but I should 
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have thought some method might be 


adopted by which the liability should not | 


be put upon the whole force, but on that 
smaller part consisting of artillery and 
submarine miners and engineers who are 
concerned in the matter. I should have 


{COMMONS} 
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number, that is the only way the object 

could be achieved. But as all these fears 

are illusory, there is no reason for doing 

(so. I think the House and the country 
in this matter might well trust this and 
successive Governments. 


{ 
| 


thought it better to define it than have it 


in this indefinite form. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): Then, 
I suppose, when a new fort was built we 
should have to have a fresh Bill. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Not at all; it could be done by anew 
rule. 


Sm JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) did not consider the sug- 
gestion of the hon. Gentleman was at 
all unreasonable, ana he hoped that the 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
would see his way to adopt it. He did 
not think that this liability should ex- 
tend to the whole of the Volunteers. 
This Bill had created a great deal of 
alarm on account of the extreme ambi- 
guity of its language. He merely men- 
tioned the fact in the hope that the 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
would bring forward an Amendment 
limiting the total number of those who 
should be asked to offer themselves. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The difference be- 
tween us is not wide, and it appears the 
difficulty of the situation is to define the 
intentions of the Government without 
introducing definitions which might be 
inconvenient. If I were expected to put 
all the places in the Bill, I should have 
to say where all the forts are. If I were 
asked to put down the number of garri- 
sons, I could say exactly how many mer 
we should require ; but a new improve- 
ment in the next six months might 
so alter the conditions that we should 
have to come here again for more. 
There is really no danger of any Govern- 
ment heing so insane as to try and 
place all the Volunteers under an obliga- 
tion of this character. All we ask is that, 
when money has been spent on the forts, 
and when there are corps who are to man 
these forts in time of war in the 
neighbourhood of these various forts, we 
should be allowed to select them in time 
of peace. Unless the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition thinks that some benefit could be 
achieved by putting a limit on the 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
It is not a question of trust or distrust 
of the Government. It is a question of 
the disturbing effect this wide sug. 
gestion has on the Volunteer force 
generally. The words are “to accept 
the offer of any member of a Volunteer 
corps to subject himself.” Ido not know 
whether it would not be better to say, 
accept the offer of a certain number of 
the Volunteer forces, and to then accept 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Forfarshire. We are both aiming at the 
same thing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. But the 


word “any ” does not mean “all.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
It means from certain corps ; but I should 
be very sorry if a Bill in Parliament 
named the whole of those corps. Nobody 
has suggested that, and I was only trying 
to meet the hon. Gentleman by indicating 
a manner in which the question might be 
supervised and so safeguarded. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) suggested that as all were 
agreed upon the principle, instead of 
taking the discussion on the words now 
before the House, they should substitute 
the words “to be called out for coast 
defence and garrison duty.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) 
asked whether the hon. Gentleman could 
not accept an Amendment to the effect 
that those called up “shall not exceed 
10,000 in all.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I could not accept 
that Amendment. If any hon. Gentleman 
desires to limit the clause I will try and 
meet him, but any attempt to try and 
extract the name of a corps or fort I 
cannot consent to. 


Mr. MADDISON did not think there 

was any Bill in which the intentions of 

| the Government were disclosed so little 

'as in this clause. As there was a perfect 

_ agreement as to the principle of the clause, 
‘ 
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ie suggested that the obligation lay upon | Secretary would see his way to accept the 
te hon. Gentleman to add words that | Amendment to that effect proposed by 
gould carry out what the House in-| the hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite, 
vaded. If the clause could be restricted | which he (Colonel Sandys) intended to 
i) the manner suggested by the right | support. 
in. Gentleman the Leader of the Oppo- | 
ition there would be no objection to the! Mr. WYNDHAM said the majority 
duse. But he was not prepared to sup-| would be garrison artillery. He did not 
prt the doctrine of a sort of Ministerial | trust his own judgment in this matter, 
ifallibility. }and though the majority would be gar- 
rison artillery, still there necessarily 
Major JAMESON (Clare, W.) agreed | would have to be others. It might be 
sith the Amendment. The Under-Secre- | necessary, for instance, to have fifteen 
ary had intimated that if the clause was | men on Brighton pier for the purposes of 
imited in this way it was not business ; | communications, and it was in matters of 
iat garrison artillery were quite different | that kind that the Government ought not 
other branches of Volunteers. He had to be called upon to specify their re- 
en ten years in the Regulars and twelve | quirements. They ought not to specify 
in the Volunteer forces, and if a vote of | the particular composition of the gar- 
the Volunteers was taken upon this pro- | risons. The only limitation could be a 
wsal, which ‘was distinctly contrary to | limitation of numbers ; if that was pressed, 
therules in force, it would be seen that | he saw no means of resisting it. 
they did not approve of the action of the 
Government. The artilleryman took a) Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
much longer time to train than the expressed a fear that he had not 
infantryman, and if there was anything} been clearly apprehended. He  ob- 
ubusinesslike in this business, it was | jected to a limited number, as he 
the proceedings of the Government. Had | did not see that it would be of any 
the Government reflected for a moment | service, because the only result would be 
vhat this proposal meant to the Volunteer | that another Bill might have to be intro- 
forces? What did the Government pro-| duced in a very short time. What he 
pse to give in return ? Did they propose | desired to see was the clause restricted to 
to exempt them from, certain taxes, or | the particular class of Volunteers who 
sitting on juries, or some other unpleasant | would be invited to undertake these 
duty of a citizen ?—— duties. If the words “garrison 
artillery, submarine miners, and others 
*Tue CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The | necessary for coast defence,” were incor- 
ton. Gentleman is travelling a very long | porated, they would very nearly meet the 
vay from the Amendment. objections raised. 











Major JAMESON said that with Mr. BUCHANAN desired to supple- 
regard to the artillery, the men should | ment the words of the right hon. Gentle- 
now what obligations they took upon) man. He moved after the words 
themselves when they joined; but in any “garrison artillery” in the proposed 
ase the Government had no right to go| Amendment to add the words “sub- 
to the whole Volunteer force and say it marine miners, engineers, and other forces 
was necessary for them, if they came for coast defence.” That would include 
forward, to come within the operation of | telegraphists, cyclists, and other people 
this clause, for the reason that, like whom the Government desired to have ; 
soldiers, the Volunteers did not care to see | he thought such an Amendment as that 
one man going and another left behind | would emphasise what was intended to 
hecause of his home or business ties. | be carried out. 


*CoLoNEL SANDYS (Lancashire, Bootle), *CoLoneL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
was of opinion that the Amendment for | Ince) said he wished to keep the Volun- 
the provision of the Volunteers who were | teer force as it was, and was glad that 
to garrison certain forts was a good one, | the Under Secretary had withdrawn the 
but the men who should undertake that | registration for service in the field and 
duty should be garrison artillery, and he | abroad. He thought the Amendment 
hoped that the hon. Gentleman the Under | would cripple our power at a time when 
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we most wanted the use of force. He 
should like to see steps taken to prevent 
regimental pressure from being brought to 
bear on the Volunteers—even with regard 
to service at home. 


Masor JAMESON said he thoroughly 
agreed with the Amendment. ‘The hon. 


Member opposite proposed this limit in | 


order that those who volunteered might 
not appear in a different light from their 
comrades. 


*Mr. WYLIE hoped that his hon. friend 
the Under Secretary of State for War 


would adhere to the exact terms he had | 


proposed in connection with this clause. 
He did not think it could do any harm 


to give the whole of the Volunteers the | 


option of being called out for service at 
any time. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said there 


Was an agreement in principle on both | 


sides, and they were only now discussing 


how they could give effect to the general | 
He had handed | 


consensus of the House. 
in an Amendment, and he hoped that it 


might not be displaying undue partiality | 


to say he thought it was better than that 


of his hon. friend the Member for Forfar- | 


shire. It was to add to sub-section (vu), 
after the words, “military service,” the 
words, “for coast defence duty.” He 
hoped that the Under Secretary for War 
would adhere to the understanding that 
the whole body of Volunteers would not 
be called out for military duty at any 
time, but only those men intended to 
garrison forts. 


CapTAIN SINCLAIR asked leave to | 


his Amendment. He could 


withdraw 


bring it up again on the Amendment of | 


his hon. friend after the Under Secretary 
had had time to consider the proposal. 


Sm JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said he hoped the Under 
Secretary would undertake to satisfy the 
scruples of hon. Members on that side of | 
the House by introducing either now or 
later words which would limit the clause. 


Mr. WYNDHAM hoped that the Com- , 
mittee would be induced to advance a | 
little further in the direction he had indi- | 
eated in his Amendment. The Committee | 
appeared to be on the eve of arriving at 
an agreement. He would undertake to 
amend his subsequent Amendment before 
Report by specifying the places more | 

Colonel Blundell. 


{COMMONS} 


‘| Clause 2 so 





Bill. 


| clearly—not by enumeration, but by 
some description, or whatever might be 


possible. 





| Mr. Buchanan’s Amendment to the 
| Amendment was, by leave, withdrawn, 
;and the Amendment was, by leave, 


| withdrawn, 


Mr. WYNDHAM 
that it 





moved to 


should 


amend 
read as 
| follows— 


| “It shall be lawful for Her Majesty to 
| aceept the offer of any member of a Volunteer 
| corps to subject himself to the liability to be 
ealled out for actual military service ‘at any 
| time at such places in Great Britain as may be 
specified in his agreement.” 


| He undertook before Report to bring up 

words which would specify the nature of 
those places more clearly than was now 
apparent from the words, and to make 
| clear what had been their intention all 
along. 


Amendment agreed to. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness) said his hon. friend had 
altered his position so much since the 
Second Reading that the whole character 
of the Bill was altered. He had given 
notice of an Amendment to carry out the 
view that they should take advantage of 
the services of Volunteers who were 
willing to take upon themselves active 
military service generally and for all 
purposes. As the hon. Gentleman had 
accepted the limitation imposed on him 
by the other side of the House, he would 
not press his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 10, to leave out from second 
‘to’ to end of line 14, and insert ‘ the liability 
to be called out for actual military service at 
| any time at such places in Great Britain as 
'may be specified in his agreement.’ ”—(Jr. 

Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
o 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it was necessary 
to amend Clause 2 in order to ensure 
that officers should obtain the pensions 
and allowances which were provided for 
in the Volunteer Act of 1865. 


Amendment proposed — 
“In page 1, lines 17 and 18, to leave out 
‘and eighteen,’ and insert ‘to twenty.’” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Consequential Amendment made. 
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this section should not come into effect 
until they had lain four weeks upon the 
Table. ‘The alterations of the law which 
would be effected by the Bill were of such 
asubstantial character that the regulations 
should not become legally binding unless 
they were laid on the Table of the House 
and submitted to the judgment of Parlia- 
ment. 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 19, at the end, to add the 
word, ‘ Provided always that regulations made 
under this section shall not come into effect 
until they have lain four weeks upon the Table 


{23 JuLy 1900} 


Mr. BUCHANAN moved a proviso to | 
the effect that regulations made under | 
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Mr. BUCHANAN said power was 


given to issue regulations which would 
have the effect of law. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the sub-section 
simply enabled the Secretary of State to 
adapt Part 2 of the Vo:mnteer Act of 1863 
to the new conditions. That was not a 
matter which would be laid before the 
House. With all respect, the hon. Member 
was not Parliamentary draftsman to the 
War Office. 


Caprain SINCLAIR said it was a 
reasonable thing to suggest that if the 
Secretary for War was to have the power 








of each House of Parliament whilst that House 
is sitting.’ ”°—(.Wr. Buchanan.) 


Question proposed, 
be there added.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the hon. Mem- 


ber was labouring under 


hension. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, P. Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Franeis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Crilly, Daniel 

Doogan, P. C. 

Evans, SirFrancisH (South’ton 
Fenwick, Charles 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon,Sir William Brampton 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baillie, James E. B.( Inverness) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Maneh’r 
dalfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, kt HnAHSmith-(Hunts | 
Beac ‘h, Kt. Hn. Sir. MH( Bristol) | 
Beaumont, W pene B. 
Bee ‘kett, Ernest William 
Jemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hou. St. “hong 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 


“That those words 


Nothing was being proposed 
which was beyond present powers. 


of varying the regulations applicable to 
the Volunteer 
have some opportunity of expressing an 


force, the House should 


opinion on them. 


a misappre- 
The 
Noes, 143. 


AYES. 


Hayden, John Patric 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy,Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Hedderwick, Thomas ©. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur ( 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Macealeese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, DrM A ((ueen’sC 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 


NOES 


Cavendish, V. C.W, (Derbys.) ! 
| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


ne Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 

Chaplin, it. Hon. Henry 

Charrington, bog er 

Coghill, “Doug! as Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 


Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. Radelitte( Heref’d 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Giasgow) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Committee divided: 
(Division List No. 232.) 


Question put. 


—Ayes, 60; 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersgill, Elward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Charles P. (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair,Capt. John(Forfarsh. } 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Ure, Alexander 
Wilson, Jolin (Govan) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Buchanan and Sir John 
Brunner. 


Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Digby, John K. D. Wingdeld- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
I ellow es, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

F inlay, Sir Robert B annatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

F itzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Fry, Lewis 

Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 
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Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 


Goschen,RtHnG.J.(StGeorge’s | 
' Monckton, Edward Philip 


Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gourley, SirEd wardTemperley 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred ; 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. W. Lawies 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Keswick, William 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea,Si: Thomas (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Swnsea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Question proposed, “ That Clause 2, as 
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Manners, Lord Edward W. J. | 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred (Monm’thsh. 
Morrison,JamesA. (Wilts., 8.) 
Morton, ArthurH A.( Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray. Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Marray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease, HerbertVike(Darlingt’n 
Phillpotts, Captain Artnur 
Pilkinyton, R. (Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt Hn HoraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoal, James Alexander 
Richardsor, Sir T. (Hartle’ pl) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. SirMatthew W 
Ritchie, Rt HonChas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (‘T'yvrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


Mr. 


JOHN 


Bill. 


Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely, Charles Hilton ‘ 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tagzart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin t 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxford U, 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest o 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (‘Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles. E. (Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams,J oseph Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Ereshy, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


BURNS: I 


wish to 


964 - 





amended, stand part of the Biil.” 


Captain SINCLAIR : 
could justify the 


[If anything 


opposition we have 


otfered to this bill as a whole, it is the | 


present condition of this clause. As a 
matter of fact, as originally introduced, 
the clause gave the Government power to 
accept the services of all Volunteers who 
agreed to serve in any part of the world. 
That meant imposing an additional 
liability of a very serious character on 
the whole of the Volunteer service. 
The result of the criticism 
the Bill has been subjected is that the 
character of the Bill has been completely 
changed. There is now no question of 


foreign service, and the application of the | 


Bill, instead of being general with the 
whole Volunteer service, is to be limited. 
It is not too much to say that the case for 
the Bill has entirely broken down, and 


the opposition to the measure has served | 


a most useful purpose and justified itself 
by the result. I regret that the Govern- 
ment, seeing that the limits of the Bill 
are so sma'l, has not consented to 


emphasise the point raised by the hon. 
and gallant Member ior Ince with 
regard to the method in which Volunteers 
offer their services. I would submit to 
the Under Secretary for War that in the 
regulations putting this Bill into operation 
the same conditions should apply as in 
the case of transfers from one regiment 
to another in the Regular Army. The 
hon. Gentleman knows that when Volun- 
teers are asked for from, say, the 3rd 
Buffs, to enlist into, say, the East Surrey 
Regiment for the purpose of going, say, 


| to India, what happens is that the colonel 


to which | 


neither of the 3rd Buffs nor of the 
East Surrey, but of some other regiment, 
sits upon a day specified to receive the 


Lenlistments from the one regiment to the 


other. By that means you get im- 
partiality, and the men volunteer of their 
own volition and without any pressure 
from their own colonel. What is good 
enough for the regular army ought to be 
good enough for the Volunteer regiments, 
and if the method adopted in the regular 
army is resorted to, we should not find 
Volunteers subjected to the invidious 
| distinction to which many have been in 


acquiesce in the very general desire that | connection with the South African war. 
any increase in the liabilities cast on the | I appeal to the hon. Gentleman that m 
Volunteers should be deferred until the | the regulations which are issued he will 
matter could be considered more dis-| follow the method laid down in the 


passionately and under normal conditions. | regular army. 
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Question put and agreed to. 
Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 


On the question that the Bill, as 


amended, be reported, 


Mr. JOHN BURNS asked that the 


point he had just raised might be replied | 


toby the UnderSecretary of State for War, 
as it was a matter of vital importance to 
the successful working of the Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAX!: I think I have 
given the hon. Member a general assur- 
ance not only that there will be no 
pressure, but that no need for pressure 
ean possibly arise. I will, however, con- 
sider whether any specified course can be 
taken, but I cannot pledge myself to 
apply to the one force a method which 
may not be applicable to that force, while 
it may be to the other. 


Bill reported, with Amendments ; as 
amended, to be considered To-morrow. 


RESERVE FORCES BILL [Lords]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrier, Cumberland, Pen- 
rith, in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :-— 


Mr. BUCHANAN had on the Paper 
an Amendment to insert the following 
proviso— 

“Provided always, that men in the second 

division liable to be called out under this 
section shall receive not less Army reserve 
pay than that received by men of the first 
division.” 


Tue CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for East Aberdeenshire is out of order, 
because it would impose a fresh charge 
upon the taxpayer. 


Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that it would be | 
/RALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
these new obligations were to be placed | 
did not enjoy the same position and pay | 


somewhat hard if the men upon whom 


as those who constituted the first division 
and the Army Reserve. He, therefore, 
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asked the Under Secretary of State to 
give an assurance that these men should 
receive the same remuneration as those 
upon whom the obligations at present 
rested. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I can give the 
assurance asked for. I can even say that 
in the Supplementary Estimates, which I 


| hope to introduce on Friday, a small sum 


will be allocated to meet the limited 
number of cases which are likely to accrue 
this year. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: It will not be 
necessary to put a provision in the Bill, 
[ suppose ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No. 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must move the 
Amendment on the Paper, although the 
necessity of it may seem a little in contiict 
with what I have just said. But there is 
a necessity, because in the Act to be 
amended the pay is laid down, and there- 
fore, as we are amending the Act, it is 
necessary to put in these words in order 
to secure the proper pay. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 7, after ‘and,’ to add ‘(d) if 
under the foregoing provisions the rank of any 
such man in the Militia is raised or reduced 
above or below that which he held before he 
entered on permanent service his pay shall be 
correspondingly raised or reduced.’ ”—(JVr. 
Wyndhant.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
fo} 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 
Bill reported, with the Amendment ; as 


amended, to be considered ‘To-morrow. 


NAVAL RESERVE BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Tue FIRST LORD or THE ADMI- 
Hanover Square), who, in moving the 
Second Reading of this Bill, was very 
indistinctly heard, was understood to 


\ explain that the object of the Bill was to 
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attract to the new division of the Naval 
Reserve men of twelve years service who 
hitherto had not been induced to join the 
Royal Naval Reserve. The Admiralty 
attached great value to this additional 
reserve, as it was hoped to obtain men of 
higher position, who would be able to fill 
the posts of chief petty officers and petty 
officers in the Royal Naval Reserve, and 
so release a number of Regular officers at 
present occupied with those duties. These 
men would get sixpence per day as a re- 
tainer. It was also proposed to reorganise 
the present Seamen Pensioner Reserve. 
This was a simple Bill, but it was believed 
it would provide a_ large additional 
force. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Goschen.) 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
There are one or two points which occur 
to me. I gather that this new Reserve will 
not be amalgamated with the Royal Naval 
Reserve. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : No. 
Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


It will be left separate ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes. 
Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


There is one other question I wish to ask. 
Is there any limit of age or limit of 
service proposed? The words are “who 
have served.” Is any standard of service 
required ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN said there would be 
none over fifty years of age. There 
were many officers filling the position of 
chief petty officers who would be set free 
for active service, and it was hoped that 
greater efficiency of the Reserve would be 
seenred. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
But is there any limit to the time which 
may have elapsed since their service in 
the Navy ? Obviously a man who served 
when a boy would at the age of fifty-five 
have very little trace of the Navy left in 
him. 


THE SECRETARY to THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) : 
Three years. 
Mr. Goschen. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: I[ trust the House. 
will notice the significant language in the 
Memorandum to this Bill, and also the 
statement of the First Lord himself. [ 
was greatly surprised to hear that expe- 
rience has shown that few men who have 
served in the Navy join the present Naval 
Reserve, which now consists mainly of sea- 
men of the mercantile marine and _fisher- 
men. The First Lord seems to be under 
the impression that he can get over this 
condition of things by offering to men 
who do not now join 6d. per day to join 
the Naval Reserve. Such a scheme will 
not overcome the prejudice of time- 
expired men against joining the Reserve. 
The First Lord in some respects is a man 
of sanguine temperament, but I do not 
believe he will get 15,000 men in the 
Naval Reserve for a retainer of 6d. per 
day. It is indeed significant that we should 
be told that the Royal Naval Reserve 
is so unpopular that the men will not join 
it. Is it due to the fact that when a 
sailor has done his twelve years in the 
Navy he has had enough of it, that he is 
disgusted with it to such an extent 
that he does not want to have anything 
more to do with it for the rest of his life? 
If that be so, it indicates that the con- 
ditions of employment in the Navy are 
so unattractive that the sailor views with 
pleasure the opportunity of ceasing all 
connection with the Navy at the expira- 
tion of his twelve years. I would suggest 
that instead of offering this retainer of 
6d. per day for 15,000 men the right 
hon. Gentleman should consider the 
advisability of making the Navy during 
the twelve years service more popular by 
adding the sixpence per day to the pay of 
the sailor, thus increasing the interest of 
the men in the service while they are 
members of it, and perhaps stimulating 
among them a greater love for the Reserve 
when they leave the active ranks. I 
shall be glad to hear that there is some 
reason other than those I have suggested 
for the men not joining the Reserve, but 
I shall be agreeably surprised if at the 
end of twelve months, as a result of this 
sixpence per day retainer, the First Lord 
has more than 300 or 400 additional men 
in the Reserve. It appears to me that 
the condition of things is getting so un- 


satisfactory and intolerable, that when 


once a man has left the active ranks he is 
only too glad to have nothing to do with 
the Reserve. 
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Mr. GOSCHEN, speaking by the in- 
dulgence of the House, said thai the 
fact that the great majority of men con- 
tinued from their twelve years service to 
the twenty-two years service proved that 
the service was not unpopular. The 
reason they did not join the Royal 
Naval Reserve was that they knew all 
the work of the Reserve, they knew all 
the drill, and there was a reluctance on 
their part to go through drills and so 
on, which were intended rather for  re- 
eruits and men who had not been through 
the training that sailors of the Navy 
had. Inquiries had been made as to 
the probable success of the proposal, and it 
was understood that this offer would be 
an attraction to men who had left the 
service. It was not expected that the 
15,000 men would be obtained at once. 
The 15,000 was the limit, and it was 
hoped that it would be reached in a cer- 
tain number of years. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL: Wehave never 
yet made any efforts to secure the twelve 
years service men. Several times it has 
been suggested in Committee that some- 
thing might be done to get these men back 
to the Reserve, but this is the first Bill 
ever placed before the House with that 
object. That my hon. friend is mistaken 
in his view about the popularity of the 
Navy is, | think, proved by the fact that 
such a very large proportion of the men, 
when their twelve years service expires, 
are only too anxious to serve the remain- 
ing term for a pension. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Thursday. 


COLONIAL STOCK BILL [Lords]. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BeEacu, 
Bristol, W.) said it had been the custom 
for many years to empower trustees in 
this country to invest in colonial stock, but 
thecolonies had long desired that the power 
should exist where it was not specifically 
given in settlements. The matter required 
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ment that the proper basis on which to 
deal with it was that there should be 
some sort of security to trustees that the 
colonies would maintain good faith with 
their creditors, that they would respond 
to any judgment of the courts in this 
country, and would come under the limi- 
tations of the Colonial Stock Acts, 
thus differentiating colonial stock from 
foreign stock, which, of course, was not 
subject to Parliament, the courts of this 


‘country, or the action of the Government. 


and had received a great deal of con-' 


sideration, and it seemed to the Govern- 


Therefore, this Bill, in the case of trust 
money where there was no _ special 
authority to invest in colonial stock,would 
enable trustees to make such an invest- 
ment, provided the colony concerned 
came under certain conditions to be laid 
down by the Treasury. Those conditions 
would be, in the first place, that the 
colony should thoroughly accept the legal 
position, that any legislation on its part 
detracting from or interfering with the 
security of its creditors would be pro- 
perly vetoed by the Imperial Govern- 
ment; in the second place, that their 
stock should be brought under the regula- 
tions of the Coloniai Stock Acts of this 
country; and thirdly, that the colony 
should provide from its own revenue 
for the satisfaction of any judgment 
of the courts given against it in the 
United Kingdom. Further, that the 
colony shall provide funds in the hands 
of an agent or firm of high standing and 
position here for that purpose. These 
conditions would be laid down by the 
Treasury, and would have to be assented 
to by any colony coming under the 


sill. An arrangement had been come 
to with the Dominion of Canada, 


and colonial legislation had been passed 
for the fulfilment of these conditions, and 
a similar course would be pursued by any 
colony desiring to come under the Bill. 
In Committee he hoped to meet a sugges- 
tion that public notice should be given 
whereby trustees in this country might 
know the colonies in whose stock they 
might safely invest. He was quite sure 
all of them would be ready to do anything 
they could for the welfare of their colonial 
fellow subjects. He did not think he 
needed to say anything more, and he 
hoped the House would give the Bill a 
Second Reading. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”-——(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
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far as this Bill proposes to extend the scope | 


of those securities in which trustees may 
invest in Colonial stocks, it is a useful 
measure, but 
giving control to the Treasury, although 
it is comparatively small, I dislike it. It 


{COMMONS} 


in so far as it relates to! 


has been a tradition on the part of the | 


Treasury-—not in the time of the right 
hon. Gentleman, for this is a tradition 
which he has inherited from his prede- 
cessors —that it is their duty to take care 
of trustees not only in connection with 
Colonial stock but with every sort of 
investments. The policy of the Treasury 
has been systematically to prescribe the 
limits within which trustees may invest 
to an extent, which has not only proved a 
great embarrassment to trustees, but which 
has very much restricted the scope of 
what I think was a much better system. 
This Bill proposes to extend the scope of 
colonial investments in which trustees may 
invest, and so far this Bill is good. But 
what I very much demur to is the extent 


to which the ‘Treasury is made 
the judge in this matter under this 
Bill, which I consider is the -ex- 
tension of a bad principle. How 


can the Treasury usefully supervise the 
conditions under which Colonial stock is 
to be deemed good or bad? It is all very 
easy in case of first-class colonies from a 
trustees’ point of view, but when you come 
to deal with other Colonial stock what 
does this Billhold out 2? On the one hand 
there is the Treasury andon the other hand 
the trustees, who, | think, would be able 
to form a much more reliable judgment 
than the Treasury. I do not think we 
shall get a satisfactory condition of trustee 
investments until the trustees are allowed 
to judge for themselves. I demur alto- 
gether to this guardianship of trustees by 
the Treasury, even under the right hon. 
Gentleman, who is one of the most 
sympathetic Chancellors of the Exchequer 
towards trustees. Even if this Bill were 
a larger measure I should take the sense 
of the House upon it, because I object to 


the principle of control by the Treasury | 


which underlies it. 


| reasonable 
| 1892. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said that | 


with all respect to the views expressed by 
the hon. gentleman who had just sat down 
hethought this Bill would be welcomed not 
only by the Colonies but also by the 
The imprimatur of the Trea- 


trustees. 
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Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire): So | sury, in his opinion, enhanced and safe- 


972 
guarded the value of Colonial stock, 


Mr. CALDWELL said he was sorry 
that a Bill of this importance should be 
brought forward at such a late period 
of the session. It had only recently 
come down from the House of Lords 
and the House was asked to pass it 
without the opinion of the various legal 
bodies in the country being expressed 
upon it. The Bill applied to Scotland as 
well as to England, and so far as legisla- 
tion of this kind was concerned the Tegal 
bodies in Scotland had always taken very 
great pains te furnish Scotch Members 
with reports upon Bills like this which 
were of such a technical character, On 
the present occasion they had had no 
opportunity whatever of communicating 
with those legal bodies or of obtaining 
their reports. This placed Scotch Members 
under a considerable disadvantage. Clause 
1 made a very considerable change in the 
law, of which they had had no explana- 
tion. It proposed that 

“For the purpose of enabling the Colonial 
Stock Acts, 1877 and 1892, to be applied to 
stock issued before the passing of this Act, it 
shall not be necessary that any prospectus, 
notice, stock certificate, conpon, dividend 
warrant, or other certificate or document 
issued before the passing ot this Act in rela- 
tion to the stock should state the particulars 
required to be stated therein by Section 19, of 


mer 99 


the Colonial Stock Act, 1877. 


The Act of 1877 laid down most « istinetly 
that the revenues of the colony were 
liable, and not the Consolidated Fund of 
Her Majesty’s Treasury. He could quite 
understand how they might bring in the 
case of Canada, where the stock, although 
practically the same, were not identically 
similar. In 1892 the same question 
occurred about the giving of a certain 
amount of relief, and Section 19 of the 
Act of that year provided that the pro- 
visions of the Colonial Stock Act, 1877, 
should not apply to any stock in respect 
to which the provisions of that section 
had not been observed before the 
passing of the Act. That was a very 
provision in the Act of 
With regard to investments by 
trustees he thought the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was going a little too far by 
declaring that the trustees should be at 
liberty to invest in Colonial stock 
subject to certain conditions laid down 
by the Treasury. He thought it 
would be better to have Colonial stock put 
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on a proper legal footing. How were the 
trustees to know whether the conditions 
of the Treasury had been complied with 
or not? It was provided in the Bill tha 
they should be set forth in the London 
Guzette, but he wondered how many people 
read the London Gazette to ascertain what 
had been published there. But, supposing 
they read the London Gazette, how would 
they know that the conditions had been 
complied with? He thought those condi- 
tions should be put into the Act of Parlia- 
ment, and a certificate should be required 
that those conditions had been fulfilled in 
the case of certain stock. If the Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer would examine 
the Colonial Stock Acts of 1877 and 1892 
he would find that they provided for 
a register in this country. At any rate 
the Bill requires considerable care in its 
preparation, and he thought the House 
would agree with him that an tmportant 
question of this kind ought not to be 
rushed through the House at this period 
of the session without very careful con- 
sideration. It was important that the 
legal bodies in England and Scotland 
should have an opportunity of considering 
this measure. 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH: Scotland 
will be able to do the same thing under 
this Bill as she is able to do at present 
under the authority of the Courts. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he had not 
looked up the point, and he did not 
profess to carry the Act of  Parlia- 
ment in his head. He dld not know 
whether the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had had his attention drawn to Section 15 
of the Actof 1877. It was now proposed 
to repeal that section, although the law at 
the present moment provided that the 
transaction should be entered upon the 
register. Was it not a very strange thing, 
when making any alteration in the law, 
that they should give power to trustees 
to invest money in Colonial stock, when, 
according to the law, no trust could be 
entered on the register ? If trustees were 
to be allowed to invest in Colonial stock, 
then by all means that stock should be 
inscribed upon the register. Under these 
circumstances he hoped that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would give a little 
more time for the consideration of this 
Bill. This was not a party measure at all, 
and there was nothing contentious about 
it, but he thought the conditions im- 
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posed by the Treasury ought te have 
the judgment of the House pronounced 
upon them. He did not think that a 
matter of this kind ought to be left en- 
tirely to regulations to be drawn up by 
the Treasury. He did not agree with his 
hon. and learned friend the Member for 
Haddington that this was a matter for 
the judges. He believed it was a matter 
for the Treasury and for the House, and 
he thought they ought to know what 
conditions the Treasury were going to 
impose. 


Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) thought the measure would be very 
warmly welcomed by all the colonies, 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I am entirely in 
accord with the principle of this Bill, 
but Iam bound to say that I see some 
force in the objection raised by my hon. 
and learned friend. I have the good 
fortune, or the misfortune, of being 
a trustee of several marriage settle- 
ments, and I am _ bound to say 
that I think this Bill throws very great 
difficulties in the way of those who are 
trustees. Looking at this Bill as a 
trustee I should not be inclined to invest 
trust money for which I am responsible 
in Colonial stock, because the Bill is so. 
complicated. The measure is another 
instance of legislation by reference of 
which we have far too much in this 
House. The measure gives power to the 
Treasury to make certain rules to be 
published in the London Gazette, but it is 
so complicated that I am afraid it will 
not facilitate very much the investment 
of trust money in Colonial stock. I 
think it would be better to introduce a 
Bill which would enable the trustee to 
know exactly how he stood in regard to 
this matter, and which would throw a 
little more light upon the subject. 


*Sir M. HICKS-BEACH said if the 
hon. Gentleman did not want to invest 
money in colonial stock he need not do 
so. 


sm JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) said he was very glad to 
hear the statement of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, for he confessed he looked 
with some doubt upon the Treasury in 
taking up this question. No one recog- 
nised more than he did the advantage to. 
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the colonists in bringing their funds | 


under the ordinary trusts settlements, but 
after all he thought, when the Treasury 
made a move of this kind, it should take 
such a form as would protect trustees, so 
that they would have no doubt whether 
the funds were as safe as our own. He 
agreed with his hon. friend that the 
difficulty had been in investing trust 
funds. In these days, when judges con- 
strued the responsibilities of trustees so 
very closely, the Treasury ought to be 
most careful in extending the area for 
trust investments. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peckham) 
said he was sorry the right hon. Gentleman 
had taken this opportunity of enabling 
colonial stock to become trust stock. On 
several occasions it had been found that 
the finance of colonies had not been well 
managed, and he did not see that at the 
present moment there was any particular 
necessity to make a change in this diree- 
tion. The facilities it would give to the 
colonies to borrow on cheaper terms 
would be increased, and he did not think 
the colonists had yet shown themselves 
to be quite alive to the position they 
should feel if their stocks were to be 
regarded as trustee stocks. They were 
rather too much inclined to borrow money 
for all kinds of purposes, some of them, 
he thought, with the idea of catching 
votes rather than making good use of the 
money. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


sill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


IMITATION OF COUNTY COURT 
PROCESS BILL [Lords]. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a_ second 
time.” 


Mr. HALDANE asked the Attorney 
General to give an explanation of the 
‘object of the Bill. 


Mr. CALDWELL also asked for an 
explanation of the Bill, and particularly 
as to the method of procedure in the case 
of an aceused person. He did not think 


it would be reasonable in a matter of | 


Sir James Joicey. 


this kind to proceed by way of contempt 
of court. Was he to be tried under the 
Summary Procedure Act? In that case 
the procedure would be cheap, and there 
would be an appeal on questions of law 
to the higher courts. On conviction he 
was liable to a fine of not exceeding £10, 
Supposing a man committed the offence 
more than once, why should it be a fine ? 
If a man repeated an act of that kind, im. 
prisonment without the option of a fine 
might be given. He objected to Bills 
being brought into the House at this 
period of the session, when they had not 
time to examine them. : 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (sir 
RoBerRT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) said 
that he did not make a statement with 
regard to the object of the Bill in moving 
the Second Reading, because the measure 
was short and simple. The Bill was 
directed against the offence of sending 
out a summons for payment intending to 
convey the impression that the summons 
really proceeded from a county court. That 
was a serious offence which it was highly 
desirable to check summarily. Of course 
it was implied that the document. sent 
emanated from an official of the court. 
The question of increasing the penalty for 
a repetition of the offence was a matter 
for discussion in Committee. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) asked if 
there were any statistics to show whether 
the offence prevailed in London or in any 
particular parts of the country. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY : I am not in 
a position to give any statistics on the 
subject, but I have reason to believe that 
the offence is not an uncommon one. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY said that 
the object of the Bill was a good 
one: but it seemed to create a sort of 
summary criminal jurisdiction in the 
county court. lf the county court 
process was imitated, that was a criminal 
offence which should be treated like any 
other criminal offence. He asked the 
Attorney General to give some informa- 
tion on that point. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY | said the 
nature of the offence was really contempt 
of court. The process would be by 
motion. [AN Hon. MemBer: Why not 
have a jury?] If the hon. Member 
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wished an Amendment of that sort there 
would be no chance of the Bill becoming 
law. The offence was one which bore 
very hardly on the poor. There ought to 
be some way of checking an abuse 
which did not affect the more intelligent 
classes and those who were well to do. It 
affected only the poor and ignorant, and 
it was only they who could be taken in 
by tricks of this kind. It was for their 
protection that the Bill had been brought 
in. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said this was 
to be done by motion before the 
county court judge. That was a novel 


procedure. So far as he could understand, 
the Bill applied to Ireland, and he saw no 
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Court Process Bill. 


Who was the aggrieved party 
to give notice? This Bill came to them 
from the House of Lords. He was 
filled with gratitude to that House for 
sending them a Bill for the protection of 
the poor iuan. There was the greatest 
anxiety for the poor on the Treasury 
benches. The Workmen’s Compensation 
Act was to provide for the poor, and no 
lawyer was to come within a hundred 
miles of the poor. Yet that Act had been 


be made ? 


nothing but one for lawyers. The poor 
man was to be protected by this Bill. He 


respectfully said that a measure of this 
kind fell beneath contempt. If the 
Government could not engage themselves 
on better legislation they should dissolve. 


ground why it should not. 


Perhaps the 


Attorney General for Ireland would be 


good enough to inform him how the 
Were rules to 


motion was to be made ! 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baillie, JamesE. B. (Inverness 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnA HsSmith-(Hunts 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beekett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Billson, Alfred 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Sond, Edward 

3rodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Caldwell, James 


—~— — 





Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.( Biri. ) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cross, Herb. Sheph’d (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Dooyan, P. C. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Lambert, George 





Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 


| 
| 
| 
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TT. 
AYES. 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 
Fry, Lewis 
Gedge, Sydney 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goschen, Rt Hn.G.J. (St.Geor’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Greville, Hon, Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hardy, Laurence 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hornby, Sur William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howell, William Tudor 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning(Corn- 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumbl’nd 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lough, Thomas 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
Malcolm, [an 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F, 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John T. 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. I. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrison, James A. (Wilts.5.) 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 


NOES. 
Macaleese, Daniel 


MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift | 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 


2M 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 





Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 113 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 233.) 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexand’r 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson,SirThos( Hartlep'l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone ) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Ed, Jas, (Somerset) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Welby,Lt.-Cl. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Tanner, Charles Kearns 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
Maurice Healy. 
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Bill read a second time, and comntitted 
for To-morrow. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


Considered im Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


} 


(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen 
rith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 13, to Ieave out 
*Edward Howley Palmer, Esquire.’ ’’—(J{r. 
Hanbury.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked why this 
respectable gentleman’s name was being 
omitted. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that some 
time ago Mr. Palmer had asked to be 
relieved of his duties. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, to leave out ‘ Lord Iveagh.’”— 
(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed. - 


—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) said he 
desired to know why Mr. Hozier’s name 
was going to be inserted. Was everything 
going to be made a family matter? He 
had nothing to say against Scotchmen, 
but he wanted to know how it came 
to pass that Mr. Hozier was chosen for 
this position? Was it a remunerative 
position or was it not, and was Mr. 
Hozier a member of the Prime Minister’s 
family or was he not ¢ 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed 


after the last-mentioned name 
>>»? 


“Tn line 2, 
tu insert * David Lloyd-George, Esq., M. 


Amendment agreed to. 


{COMMONS} 








Loans Bill. 


Clause, as amended, agreed. to, 


Clause 2 :— 





Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he wished 
to know why the amount had been reduced 
from seven millions to six millions, and 
further, whether it was not a fact that of 
the six millions four and a half millions 
had been already pledged to various local 
bodies for the purpose of public works, 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres. 
ton) said that the grant of seven millions 
last year was a very special one indeed, and 
was very considerably larger than the 
average. In 1896 it was only one and a 
half millions; in 1897, two and a half 
millions; in 1898, five millions; and 
therefore he thought that six millions 
now was a very fair average. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that as 
there was now a Welsh representative on 
the Board he was sure that they would 
get justice, and he therefore would not 
move his Amendment. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked why it was 


‘that gentlemen having large property 
: : | should be allowed to escape these loans. 

“In page 2, after line 2, to insert ‘The | 
Honourable James Henry Cecil Hozier, M.P.’” | 


There was a Mr. Lambert, who had _ been 
advanced £500 and had only repaid £82. 


| Itwas theinvariable practice of the Govern- 


mentin Ireland, while pressing small tenant 
farmers for every shilling, to let the land- 
lords off. Here was a man whose name 
was perfectly familiar to them, who was 
let off of a sum of over £400, whereas a 
tenant in Ireland would not be let off 4d. 
He was first inducted into the mystery of 
public loans by the First Lord of the 
Treasury, who, he remembered, in 1881 
attacked Mr. Gladstone for his iniquities 
in connection with them. The right hon. 
Gentleman then made a great impression 
on him. He took a stand now on the 
case of Mr. Lambert, and he wished to 
know why he was to get off paying over 
£400. 


Mr. HANBURY said that, as the 
hon. Gentleman no doubt knew very well, 
Mr. Lambert was not getting off at all 
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because the debt remained, although it 
was wiped off the assets of the Local Loans 


Fund, which had to be done, of course, in | 


the interests of the fund itself. The 
Treasury did not forego any claim to 
recover the money so far as it was 
recoverable. He was bound to say that 
the advance to Mr. Lambert was rather a 
foolish advance. There were two advances 
—one in 1874, and the other in 1881. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The Tory Govern- 
ment was in for the first lot. 


Mr. HANBURY said whatever Govern- 
ment was in did not now matter. The 
fact was that there was a large head rent, 
and sufficient regard had not been paid to 
that when making the advances. The pay- 
ment of the head rent fell into arrear, and 
in order to save eviction and loss a salvage 
creditor paid off the arrears of the head 
rent and became, therefore, entitled to 
first priority over the other creditors. 
Ultimately the land was sold for £800, 
and nearly £600 went to satisfy the 
claims of the salvage creditor. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had stated that the 
amount of the advances might be 
eventually recovered, but according to 
another statement of his the advances 
were irrecoverable. In this case the 
money was lent for the purpose of erect- 
ing buildings and putting down subsoil. 
Who was to get the benefit of it? He 
supposed it would be the head-rent man. 
It was not fair that money should be 
spent in this way on property which 
practically belonged to another man, and 
out of which the Government would 
never get a single penny. ‘This case 
only illustrated the principle on which 
these loans were given in Ireland. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that J. Fitz- 
gerald received a loan of £3,000 for the 
purchase of his holding, which, of course, 
was said to be the value of the asset. 
The Government now wiped off £2,800. 
In other words, the holding on which 
they advanced £3,000 was not worth 
anything like that amount. They heard 
a great deal when the Home Rule pro- 
posal was before the country about the 
iniquity of Mr. Gladstone proposing to 
lend money for the purchase of Irish 


land. They were told it would be practi- 
cally irrecoverable. The right hon, 
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Gentleman the Member for West Birm- 
ingham made a great deal of the plea 
that the money would be irrecoverable, 
but here J. Fitzgerald got £3,000, and 
walked off with £2,800, £200 being the 
value of the land. 


Mr. HANBURY said this was one of 
the unfortunate cases in which a purchase 


took place from one relation to another. 


A certain proportion of the money would 
be recoverable. The value of the land 


‘had deteriorated very much from the 


condition in which it was whensold. He 
admitted that this was a case where the 
sum lent was larger than it ought to have 
been. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said they had pro- 
tested over and over again against the sys- 
tem of fathers transferring land to sons, 
and mothers transferring land todaughters, 
and borrowing meney from the State 
under the pretence that this was land 
purchase. They were entitled to know 
the name of the Commissioner. It was 


| very regrettable that the money should 


be wasted, but those who were testifying 
year after year against this extravagant 
system in Ireland were not listened to. 


Mr. HANBURY said the rent of the 
land was £150. He did not know the 
name of the Commissioner, but he would 
ascertain for the hon. and_ learned 
Member. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton) said that, the restitution fund having 
been abolished, they ought to know out 
of what fund the Government proposed 
to pay the sums which they intended to 
wipe off this vear. 


Mr. HANBURY said that what hap- 
pened was that the loss to the Local 
Loans Fund was made good by a Vote of 
Parliament, and if any sums were subse- 
quently recovered they were paid into 
the Exchequer. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said it was un- 
derstood that a fifth was always retained 
by the Government in such cases. The ad- 
vance in this case for was £3,000, of which 
a fifth would be £600. Therefore only 
£2,400 should have been lost, whereas 
£2,800 was actually lost. Why was not 
a fifth retained? He did not for a 
moment suggest that the Seeretary to 
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the Treasury was in any degree respon- 
sible, and doubtless the right hon. Gentle- 
man had not the smallest sympathy with 
what he was defending. He would sug- 
gest to the right hon. Gentleman that 
he should supply the date of the loan, the 
name of the Commissioner making the ad- 
vance, the name of the valuer, and the 
Poor-law valuation. If the Land Com- 
missioners knew that such details would he 
set out in a Public Loans Bill they would 
be much more careful. 


Adjournment of 


Mr. HANBURY said he entirely 
agreed with the hon. Gentleman. He 
thought more light should be thrown on 
these transactions, and he would under- 
take that in future the fullest information 
should be given. He had already given 
the name of the valuer, and would en- 
deavour to obtain the name of the Com- 
missioner. As for the fifth which had been 
retained, it was all exhausted in paying 
instalments. 


Dr. TANNER said he should like to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman who J. 
Fitzgerald was? He happened to know 
East| Cork very well, and there was only 


one James Fitzgerald there as far as he 


knew. He was an agent and had grabbed 
a certain number of farms in the district. 
He did not want to put it in a painful way, 
but that James Fitzgerald had a brother, 
an hon. Baronet sitting in the House for 
an English constituency. In such matters 
the process of identification ought to be 
gone through thoroughly. If he were the 
gentleman he imagined, he should not have 
any difficulty in getting a loan, because 
he was agent to Lord Middleton. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he thought 
the Secretary to the Treasury would 
admit that it was quite proper 
that attention should called to 
the matter, and that it should be gone 
into in more detail than usual. When 
money was being advanced on property in 
Ireland it should be done on business 
lines. The loan for £2,000, which the 
Committee was discussing, was only an 
illustration of how a bogus sale could be 
got up. The sale in that case was made 


be 


by a mother to a son, and at that time it | 
was represented that the rent of the pro- | 
In 1899, however, only | 


perty was £150. 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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£58 could be got for it. In such eases 
the parties walked off with the money 
leaving the Treasury to bear the loss, 
He thought they might reasonably have a 
statement showing for several years past 
the names and addresses of persons whose 
loans had been written off, and how much 
had been recovered. It was only right 
that the persons who were responsible for 
advancing money in Ireland should be 
impressed with the fact that the House 
of Commons would see that proper secn- 
rity was got for the advance, and that if 
a loss were incurred it would be enquired 
into. It was only in that way that the 
matter could be kept on a business princi- 
ple, and he hoped after what had taken 
place that the Treasury would see the 
necessity for issuing special instructions, 


Clause agreed to. 


sill reported, as amended, to be con- 
sidered To-morrow. 


THE 
On the Motion for Adjournment :— 


BUSINESS OF HOUSE. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It may be for 
the convenience of the House it I say that 
after consultation I have come to the con- 
clusion that the most convenient course 
for the House would be that the Colonial 
Vote should be taken of Wednesday. 
When 


Mr. TOMLINSON: will the 


Companies Bill be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : The Companies 
Bill will be the first Order To-morrow. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he hoped the 
Irish Intermediate Education Bill would 
not be taken after twelve o'clock. IE it 
were to be taken To-morrow it ought to 
be taken at an early hour. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
Companies Bill was the most important 
Bill that now remained to be discussed, 
and he could not hold out any hope that 
they would be able to take the Inter- 
mediate Education Bill at an early hour 
To-morrow. 


Adjourned at a quarter after One 
of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. Bill brought from the House of Commons 

shall be read a second time after Tuesday 

Tuesday, 24th July, 1900. the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 

pepo is with, and that the Bill be now read 2%; 

agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly, and 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. committed. The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


i, > LEC | GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAIL- 
ee eee Oe WAY COMPANY BILL. 
Witnesses ordered to attend the Select Read 3%, and passed. 


ittee d documents. 
eeenan, See Se promnee LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL. 


sOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL. | Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
Committed. The Committee to be pro- | passed, and returned to the Commons. 
sed by the Commi f Selection. 
gigi aaaiaacnaaal ILFRACOMBE IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
(REAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS | Read 3¢, with the Amendments ; further 
BILL [H.L.]. Amendments made ; Bill passed, and re- 
MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR BILL | turned to the Commons. 


[H.1. ]. 


Commons Amendments considered, and LONDON WAY (WALES) BILL RAIL- 


agreed to. 
. EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 
FARNWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 

COUNCIL BILL. LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 


Y RAILWAY BILL. 
RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 
VALLEY WATER BILL. BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE'S, AND 
NEWRY, KEADY. AND TYNAN LIGHT | LYTHAM TRAMWAYS BILL. 
RAILWAY BILL. Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
| passed, and returned to the Commons. 





Reported with Amendments. 


ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee) GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL 
vithout amendment, and committed to a | 
Committee of the whole House on Thurs- | HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL. 
(ay next. | 


S$. DAVID’S RAILWAY (ADDITIONAL ee ee 
gs POWERS) peal ~*~) Returned from the Commons with the 


The CHaiRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- | ER ERE, 
irmed the House, That the promoters do | 1,4 vCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND EAST 
tot intend to proceed further with the | COAST RAILWAY BILL. 
bill, Ordered that the Bill be not further , 
proceeded with. MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
| Amendments agreed to. 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 2) 
BILL. | 

Reported from the Select Committee,) BURY AND DISTRICT WATER 

with Amendments. (TRANSFER) BILL [H.t.]. 


| 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC | PRESTON CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 


POWER SUPPLY BILL. | Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
Moved, That the Order made on the | with Amendments ; the said Amendments 
12th day of March last, “ That no Private | considered, and agreed to. 
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SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 9 
DISTRIBUTION BILL. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. ARMY. 


Report from the Committee of Selection | N Statement of Stores transferred from 
that the five Lords appointed a Select | Navy to land service for South Africa up 
Committee on the Durham (County of) | to 31st December, 1899. 

Electric Power Supply, and other Bills, | eee 
do form the Select Committee forthe con-| QUEEN'S COLLEGE, BELFAST. 
sideration of the South Wales Electrical) Report of the President for the year 
Power Distribution Bill and the North | 1899-1900. 
Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill ; | ‘ —* 
read, and agreed to; all petitions referred | TREATY SERIES, No. 15 (1900). 
to the Committee, with leave to the peti-| Convention between the United King. 
tioners praying to be heard by counsel dom and Uruguay renewing the treaty of 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, friendship, commerce, and navigation of 
as also counsel for the Bills. | 13th November, 1885 ; signed at Monte 
| Video 15th July, 1899 (ratifications ex- 
DURHAM (COUNTY OF) ELECTRIC | changed at Monte Video 9th June, 1900). 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 
TRADE REPORTS. 


LANCASHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL.| Annual Series: No. 2484. Trade of 


| <fort-on-Main f 2 yee ; 
SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC. Frankfort-on-Main for the year 1899, 


POWE ILL. - 
a | Presented (by Command), and ordered 


SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER | t0 lie on the Table. 
DISTRIBUTION BILL. | 
| POLICE ACT, 1890. 
NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC) (Correspondence relative to the refusal 
ares See of the Secretary of State’s certificate, 
Report from the Committee of Selec- under Section 17 (2) of the Act, to the 
tion, That the Duke of Argyll be pro-! River Tyne Police Force for the year 
posed to the House as a member of the | ended 29th September, 1899. Laid before 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the | the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
place of the Lord Brassey, and that the to lie on the Table. 
Duke of Argyll be Chairman of the said | 
Committee ; read, and agreed to. | 





COUNTY AND BOROUGH FRANCHISE 
LONDON (ST. MARYLEBONE) PRO- ASSIMILATION (LONDON) BILL. 
VISIONAL ORDER BILL. teported from the Standing Committee 


without amendment, and to be r a 
Moved, That the Order made onthe)’, _ ead 3 
on Thursday next. 


12th day of March last, “That no Pro- | 
visional Order Confirmation Bill brought | TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL 
from the House of Commons shall be read | " 4 ee 
a second time after Tuesday, the 26th). ee a 
day of June next,” be dispensed with, | mittee with further Amendments ; the 


and that the Bill be now read 2¢; agreed | te of “e Reger pee e 
o. Bill read 2” accordingly, and ia oe a a 
ig om | the Standing Committee to be received 


i ittee y , 
~ pate ee me See on Thursday next, and Bill to be printed 
‘ as amended. (No. 209.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 2NT-CHARGE 2E 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. oe Se . 


House in Committee (according to Reported from the Standing Commit- 
Order). Amendments made; Standing| tee without further amendment ; the 
Committee negatived. The Report of | Report of the Amendments made in Com- 
Amendments to be received on Thursday | mittee of the whole House to he received 
next. on Thursday next. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
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HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Commit- 
tee without further Amendment; the 
Report of the Amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the whole House to be received 
on Thursday next. 


CRUELTY TO WILD ANIMALS IN CAP- 
TIVITY BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to 


Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thurs- | 


day next. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*Tue LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 


Cross): Your Lordships, no doubt, are | 


aware that the provisions of the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act have been very much 


discussed up and down the country by | 
chambers of agriculture and other bodies, | 


and that a Commission was appointed to 
inquire into the working of the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act. That Commission 
reported in, I think, 1898. In conse- 
quence of the Report of that Commission 
this Bill is now brought forward. I may 
say at once that the great object of the 
Bill is to simplify procedure and to relieve 
friction between landlord and tenant as far 
as that can besdone. The foundation of 
all compensation—the measure of com- 
pensation—must eventually be no doubt 
the value to the incoming tenant of the 
improvement done by the outgoing 
tenant. Whatever the value to the in- 
coming tenant may be, that is the measure 


of the compensation which ought to be | 


given. 


clauses of the Bill—there are very few of 
them—and explain their provisions, as I 


aope I shall be able to do at no very great | 
length. The first clause of the Bill re- | 


enacts the old clause of the Act of 1883, 
but with this distinction. In the first 
sub-section it re-enacts the old clause of 
the Act of 1883, but it leaves out a par- 
ticular proviso — 

“Provided always that in estimating the 


value of any improvement in the first schedule | 
heceto, there shall not be taken into account | 
as part of the improvement made by the tenant | 
what is justly due to the inherent capabilities | 


of the soil.” 


{24 JuLy 1900} 


Probably, my simplest course will | 
be to go very shortly through the different | 
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| Those words have been left out, and I 
should not have wasted the time of your 
Lordships at the present moment in dis- 
cussing the matter at any length, because 

‘it is more a matter for Committee than 

| for this stage ; but I see that a noble Earl 
on the other side of the House (Lord 

Grey) has given notice to re-insert those 

_words. I would only, in passing, call the 

attention of the House to the Report of 

the Commission on that particular point. 

They say— 

‘The Central Chamber of Agriculture 
| recommend that those words should be struck 
out. Mr. Lipscombe, the chairman of the 
Committee, who drew the Report, said that 
they had received a great number of sugges- 
tions from affiliated Chambers in different 
parts of the kingdom, and that a great pro- 
portion of these Chambers recommended the 
abolition of the proviso. Giving his own 
| opinion, he said :—‘I believe, practically, that 
| it has not at all safe-guarded the interests of 
| the landowner or of the incoming tenant, but 
that it has afforded an opportunity of cavilling 
at the Act unfairly. I believe it has 
been inoperative, but it is constantly asserted 
by persons who, perhaps, know more theo- 
retically than practically that it has operated 
against the outgoing tenant.’ ” 

I should not have referred to that at the 

present moment if it had not been for the 

notice of Amendment which has been 
already given by the noble Earl opposite. 

That is a matter which will be discussed, 

of course, when we get into Committee. 

The second sub-section of the first 

clause simply refers to the schedules, 

about which I shall have to say a word 

or two by-and-by. The third and 

fourth sub-sections have one very import- 
ant bearing upon this matter. The first 

sub-section relates to the compensation 
payable to the tenant under the principal 
Act, and says that— 

“There shall be taken into account any 
| benefit which the landlord has given or 
allowed to the tenant in consideration of the 
tenant executing the improvement.” 

The 4th Sub-section relates to the question 

'of manures. But the important alteration 

of the law which is made by this section 

is this. The foundation of the whole 
matter is that a claim must be made by 
the tenant. If the tenant does not make 
the claim the landlord is left to his own 
remedy for any breach of covenant that 
|the tenant may have committed; but 
| under the present law if the tenant makes 
a claim and the landlord makes a 
counter-claim for damages as against 
the tenant he may set off any money 
‘that he gets in consequence of his claim, 
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but he cannot go beyond the original |very much simpler and better way of 
claim of the tenant. Therefore it may | drafting the Bill than by reference or 
be that if the tenant claims so much, and | modification. Now, of course, the. 
the landlord claims a much larger sum for | foundation of everything is the tenant’s 
what has been done against the improve-| claim. Under the existing law the 
ment, although the landlord can set it off | tenant had to give notice of his claim, 
against the tenant’s claim he cannot go! That formal notice is by this Bill done 
beyond the tenant’s claim. The Bill that | away with, and the only limitation that 
I present to ycur Lordships alters that, | is put on the tenant’s right to claim is. 
and says that when it comes to arbitration, | this—that it must be made _ before 
if the tenant claims and the landlord |the determination of the tenancy; 
counter-claims and the counter-claim|it cannot be made afterwards. With 
exceeds the tenant’s claim, the landlord regard to such a claim when it comes. 
may under this Bill get what he ought to before the court, the provisions of the 
have in the counter-claim, and not simply | Bill are certainly, I think, very advanta- 
be confined to a reduction of the claim geous both to the landlords and to the 
that is made by the tenant. The 5th | tenants. The Bill says— 

Sub-section of Clause 1 is to remedy a{| «(3.) Where any such claim by a tenant for 


very curious state of things which exists | compensation is referred to arbitration, and 


under Clause 57 of the present Act, | aay sum is claimed to be due to the tenant 
| from the landlord in respect of any breach of 


Under that clause the tenant was to come | contract or otherwise in respect of the holding, 
under the Act, and if he came under the | or to the landlord from the tenant in respect of 
Act then he was not to have any other | any waste wrongfully committed or permitted 
remedy than the Act provided. That | by the tenant, or in respect of breach of con- 


rs a nia | tract or otherwise in respect of the holding, 
end supposed 80 to w ork that the Act the party claiming such sum may, if he thinks 
should always be put into force; but 


bite fit, by written notice (not later than seven days 
under the existing law the tenant had to 


| from the commencement of the arbitration) to: 
give notice of the claim, and therefore if the other party require that the arbitration 
tho tenant, neglected to. give notico, or shaestenio the determination the dm 
purposely did not give notice, he kept his | with respect to arbitration suall apply aceord- 
right to any other remedy besides that ingly, and any sum awarded to be paid by a 
under the Act. Therefore that section of | landlord or tenant shall be recoverable in 
the old Act of 1883 became practically of manner provided by the principal Act for the 
‘ie : i * . recovery of compensation. 

no avail whatever, and in this particular 

clause we have said that it leaves the So that to prevent any dispute between 
tenant his remedy if he chooses to take | the landlord and the tenant it may all be 
it, leaving the law as it stands in practice settled in one arbitration with a great 
although not in theory. Then we come saving of expense and trouble and annoy- 
to the second clause, which is a matter of, ance. That, in my opinion, is a very wise 
I think, very great importance. The provision in the Bill. It is alsoprovided that 
second clause relates to arbitration. The unless the parties agree to anything else, 
great object of this Bill is to simplify it shall be decided by a single arbitrator. 
the procedure with regard to arbitration. The 3rd Clause relates to the land 
The Arbitration Act of 1889 may be said charges. They are at the present 
to be very simple, but that can hardly | moment made by the county court in the 
be applied to this particular Bill cases where land charges apply. That is 
without great modifications, and it must found very inconvenient for many reasons, 
be remembered that the Act of 1889 does and very expensive. In the first place, 
not apply to Scotiand at all, and there- the courty court is not always sitting. 
fore it is thought better, as those modifi- It may be some time before you can get 
cations are very difficult to introduce the land charges fixed, and _ therefore 
simply as modifications, to re-enact those it has been decided that the question of 
parts of the Act of 1889 which are the land charges shall be left, not to the 
applicable, and to modify such parts as county court as at present, but to the 
are not applicable and to place all the Board of Agriculture, who will do the 
new procedure in the schedule to this business very much more cheaply and 
Act so that, as this Act has probably to expeditiously than it has been done under 
he worked not by lawyers but by laymen, the county court. By the 4th Section 
they should have the whole procedure the provisions of Section 34 of the 
before them. That has seemed to usa principal Act are to apply to any 


Viscount Cross. 
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fixture not simply put up by the 
tenant according to the existing law, 
but if he has acquired or bought it. 
Then comes a new provision which alters 
the law, and I should say alters the law 
in a very popular way. The landlord, 
except by agreement under the present 
law, has no power to enter on the hold- 
ing in order to see that the lease, or what- 
ever it may be, is properly carried out, 
but by Clause 5— 

“The landlord of a holding, or any person 
authorised by him, may at all reasonable 
times enter on the holding or any part of it 
for the purpose of viewing the state of the 
holding.” 

That seems to me to be really common 
sense, and a thing I should think there 
could be no possible objection to. Then 
there is a new provision in the next 
clause about penal rents and liquidated 
damages. This clause puts an end to 
penal rents and liquidated damages, 
except in certain peculiar cases. It is— 

“Provided that this section shall not apply 
to any covenant or condition against break- 
ing up permanent pasture, grubbing under- 
woods, or felling, cutting, lopping, or injuring 
trees, or regulating the burning of heather.” 


Those are matters which so very seriously 
injure the holding that they are purposely 
excepted from this particular clause. I 
think I have now gone through most of the 
provisions of this Bill with which it is 
necessary to trouble your Lordships at 
the present time, with one exception, and 
that is the schedules. I said that I would 
refer to the schedules later on, and I 
will do so very shortly. I do not think 
it is necessary for me at any length at 
the present moment to go very narrowly 
into the question of these schedules, but 
there are two points which are certainly 
of interest. In the first schedule, which 
relates to those matters in which you 
must get the consent of a landlord, a new 
provision is put in. It is not simply the 
erection or the enlargement of buildings, 
but the erection, alteration, or enlarge- 
ment of buildings, and the word ‘“altera- 
tion” has been inserted perfectly rightly, 
to my mind, and I think it will be a great 
advantage in working out, but no doubt 
It is one part of the schedule to 
which attention will be called by some 
of your Lordships when we get into 
Committee. As your Lordships are 
aware, at the present moment the making 
or planting of osier beds, the making of 
gardens, or the planting of orchards or 


{24 Juty 1900} 
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fruit bushes, all require the consent of the 
landlord, but as the Bill now stands, pro- 
vided that the gardens, or osier beds, or 
orchards, or fruit bushes do not exceed 
one acre, then the matter is transferred 
to the second schedule, in which the con- 
sent of the landlord is not wanted, but 
in which case notice must be given to him, 
the effect of notice being that when the 
landlord receives notice, if he chooses, he 
may do the improvement himself and 
charge the tenant with a certain rate of 
interest on the money which is expended. 
But added to the first schedule, in which 
not only notice must be given to the 
landlord, but his consent must also 
be obtained, the old Act included 
the making of permanent fences, 
but the words now introduced are 
“ making or removal of permanent fences,” 
which of course is a great protection to 


the landlord and one that I think 
ought to be carried into effect. Those, 


my Lords, are the provisions of this Bill. 
I shall be very happy at a future stage to 
make any further explanation which your 
Lordships may desire, but I have thought 
it best to state the provisions as shortly as 
Ican. I hope your Lordships will give 
the Billa Second Reading. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(The Lord Privy Seal.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: I hope I may 
congratulate the noble Viscount on the 
very lucid manner in which he has ex- 
plained the provisions of this Bill. It 
will not be necessary for me, fortunately, 
to detain your Lordships for more than a 
very brief time in any remarks which I 
may ventureto make on the measure which 
the noble Viscount has just introduced. 
A supporter of Her Majesty’s Government 
in another place, and one who I know 
from considerable experience is a very 
competent judge of agricultural matters, 
has stated that this Bill is merely a 
‘small amending measure.” _I[t_princi- 
pally concerns itself, as the Lord Privy 
Seal has pointed out, with the simplifica- 
tion and cheapening of the existing 
methods by which arbitration between 
landlord and tenant is brought about. 
Now, my Lords, I am sure that all of us 
at the present moment are agreed that it 
is highly desirable and highly advan- 
tageous, both for the landlord and the 
tenant, and for the agricultural interests 








in the country generally, that the culti- 
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vator of a holding should have full and 
fair compensation for any improvements 
which he may make during his tenancy, 
and therefore it is obvious that it is very 
desirable and very advantageous that any 
settlement of difficulties by arbitration 
which may arise between landlord and 


Agricultural 
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compared with the legislation of the 
country generally was rather difficult to 
interpret, pointed out that he himself 
found great difficulty in understanding 
the statutes, and that when he did so he 
invariably referred to a text-book on the 


| subject, and he confidently recommended 





tenant should be as expeditious and as/| such a course to those who asked him 
’ cheap as is consistent with fair play to both | questions on the subject. Now, I find in 
partiesin the case. As have said, andas has | a text-book that is very generally accepted 
been pointed out by the noble Viscount, | this passage— 

the sole object — the “gar object, wer | « The words, ‘the inherent capabilities of 
rate—of this Bill is to simplify and | the soil’ may mean anything or they may 
cheapen the procedure by which the arbi- | mean nothing.” 

tration is brought about between landlord | 

and tenant, and in so far as this measure! THE EARL OF CAMPERDOWN: Would 
properly fulfils that very laudable pur-| the noble Lord tell us what the text- 
pose I am sure there will be no feeling in | book is ? 

any part of the House except one of wel- | 

come to the measure which has just been| Lorp BURGHCLERE: It is the 
introduced. But, my Lords, so compli-| ‘Law of Agricultural Holdings,” by 
cated and technical is the law relating to | Sylvain Mayer; it is a well-known 
landlord and tenant in this country, and | book, in general use. If that be a true 
so very complex is the legislation which | definition, and if the source to which 
deals with those relations in this country, | we were recommended to address our- 
that it is almost impossible to deal with | selves for information by the Attorney 
even the fringe of this subject without |General is a competent source, I can 
arousing susceptibilities and inspiring hardly think that there would be any 
perhaps fears in some quarter or another. noble Lord who would wish to retain on 
This Bill, inmy humble opinion, does not | the Statute-book a phrase of such com- 
depart from that rule, but as those | prehensive uncertainty as the one to 


difficulties mainly refer to matters | which I refer. My Lords, there is an 
of detail and not to matters | observation I should like to make about 
of principle, I think that they | one feature of the Bill which was not 


are more germane to the Committee stage | alluded to by the noble Lord whe intro- 
of the Bill than to its Second Reading. | duced it. This Bill is in the main a per- 
There are, however, one or two points of | missive Bill, and the principle of contract. 
general interest which I should like to be ing out is maintained in the Bill through- 
allowed to refer to very briefly. In the! out. Of course I know that there are 
first place, as the noble Viscount has | in many portions of this country hi hly 
pointed out, for the first time in the | desirable and advantageous customs which 
history of agricultural holdings that oft- | are called the customs of the country, and 
debated phrase, “the inherent capabilities | by making this Bill a purely permissive 
of the soil,” disappears from the Statute- | Bill those customs are maintained in 
book. I hear from the noble Viscount | their entirety, and so far I should think 
that there are noble Lords in this House | it would have the approbation of many 
who regret the elimination of that phrase, | noble Lords who understand the subject. 
and who wish to see it re-introduced into | But on the other hand I am bound, iD 
the legislation of the country. It may be | justice to the advocates of the Bill, a 
so. I would venture to refer them to the | well as to those who oppose it, to point 
definition which is given of that par-| out to the Government that if the prin 
ticular phrase in a text-book which is | ciple of arbitration and the alterations 
very often accepted as a proper explana-/ the principle of arbitration which have 
tion of the measure, and I do so with | been made in this Bill are advantageous 
greater confidence because I noticed the | and for the good of the country generally, 
other day that in another place a| it is a curious thing that they should no 
very high legal authority, no less/ be made universal and even compulsory 
a personage than the present Attorney | when questions of this nature aris 
General, when it was suggested to him between landlord and tenant. I think 
that the wording of this particular Bill | it might be alleged by some critics of the 


Lord Burghelere. 
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Bill that this would be advantageous 

ibly to the poorer and smaller tenants 
as compared with the larger ones, 
because it is quite obvious that a 
rich and well-to-do man is much more 
able to make good terms for him- 
self than one who is poorer and in a 
different position. However, the Govern- 
ment have not seen their way to make it 
other than permissive, and therefore the 
Act will no doubt go on the Statute-book 
asa permissive Act and a permissive Act 
alone. The next remark I shall venture 
tomake on the Bill is in regard to the 
complications, and I am afraid I must call 
it the bad drafting which has arisen from 
the abrupt and I would almost say the 
not very well-considered attempt to com- 
bine Scotch and English legislation in the 
same Bill. As your Lordships are aware, 
hitherto without exception there have 
been separate Acts relating to these 
matters for England and for Scot- 
land. I venture to think that that 
course has heen adopted not with- 
out some sufficient reason; because, if 
you consider it, the methods of cultiva- 
tion, the relations of landlords and 
tenants in many parts of the country, 
and even the very legal expressions 
by which those relations are defined in 
the Statute-book, are often completely 
different in the two countries, and I there- 
fore think it would have been better, on 
the whole, perhaps, to have conformed to 
what has been the universal precedent, 
and to have brought forward a separate 
measure for Scotland, in order to amend 
the separate Scotch Acts, rather than what 
has been done in this instance by, I 
venture to think, the somewhat hasty 
attempt to combine the two Acts, laying 
the seeds, it may be, of some considerable 
confusion when the working out of the 
Act takes place. I would venture to 
illustrate what I mean by one instance. 
As the noble Lord pointed out just now, 
in Part III. of the schedule to the Bill, 
which contains those improvements 
which may be made without any con- 
sent of the landlord whatever, we find a 
new one—No. 28, “laying down tempo- 
rary pasture.” Now, I am told—I speak 
with all submission, and I shall probably 
be corrected if I am wrong—that in 
some portions of Scotland, perhaps in 
Aberdeenshire, temporary pasture is 
merely one in the ordinary rotation in 
the crops of that country ; whereas, in 
the South of England, temporary pasture 








{24 JuLY 1900} 
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may be well maintained to be an im- 
provement on the holding. Therefore it 
will come about by this Bill that what 
is in Scotland merely the ordinary course 
of good husbandry is in another part 
of the country made into a tenant’s im- 
provement, for which he might claim 
compensation from the landlord. If that 
proposition be true, I think I have shown 
one, at least, of the disadvantages of de- 
parting from precedent, and endeavouring 
to combine the Scotch and English Bills 
into the same measure. My Lords, that 
reflection naturally leads me to another 
criticism which I shall venture to make 
—namely, with regard to the general 
drafting of the Bill. I think it will be 
generally admitted that it is better 
that every measure should as_ far 
as possible be couched in plain and 
understandable language that may be 
more or less understood by the ordi- 
nary layman, and that is, perhaps, 
more essential in these highly technical 
measures which refer to the relations of 
landlord and tenant, and I think it would 
be desirable that the Bill should be made 
as far as possible able to be understood 
by the agricultural interest itself. The 
measure should be set forth as far as 
possible in clear and reasonable terms. 
Now, I ask whether that is the case in 
this “small amending Bill,” which has 
just been brought in? I will venture to 
read cne of the clauses in the Bill, and 
I shall be glad if any ordinary mortal can 
put any understanding to it at all. Let 
me read to your Lordships Clause 10— 
“(1) References to the principal Act and to 
Sections 29, 30, 32, and 34 thereof shall be 
construed as references to the Agricultural 
Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1883, and to Sections 
24, 26,25,and 30 thereof respectively. Refe- 
rences to Sections 31 and 39 of the principal 


Act shall not apply. ‘ 
(2) A reference to the Arbitration Act, 








1889, shall be construed as a reference to the 
Arbitration (Scotland) Act, 1894, and a refe- 
rence to the Market Gardeners’ Compensation 
Act, 1895, shall be construed as a reference to 
the Market Gardeners’ Compensation (Scot- 
land) Act, 1897.” 

Now, I ask noble Lords generally whether 
that is a clause which is understandable 
by the ordinary intellect, and whether it 
would not require a very considerable 
knowledge of the statutes of the country, 
to say nothing of some rather distinguished 
legal knowledge, to be able to make out 
what on earth is meant by the clause 
which is put before us? My Lords, I 
know I shall be told that this is merely 








999 


the ordinary sin of legislation by refer- 
ence, and it has often been pointed out, 
and I think truly pointed out, that legis- 
lation by reference has its advantages 
in that it is possible in a highly com- 
plicated measure to avoid undue discus- 
sion on the subject and undue Amend- 
ments which may be drafted at a 
moment’s notice without any serious 
study of the Bill. That may be so, and 
this method may have its advantages, but 
I cannot help thinking that, notwith- 
standing that, this is a course which is 
doing evil that good may come. But I 
have a very humble suggestion to make 
on the subject to Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment. We were told by the Minister for 
Agriculture in another place that it is 
intended to consolidate these Acts in 
another session. The objections which I 
have pointed out and the advantages 
which are gained by legislation by refer- 
ence do not so much apply to a con 
solidating Bill, because we all know that in 
a consolidating Bill no new principle is 
allowed to come in, and therefore there 


Agricultural 


cannot be the same discussion. Now I 
would suggest to the Government 


whether it weuld not be possible, when 
this consolidating Bill is brought in, not 
to legislate by reference, but to embody 
in the principle of the consolidating 
measure those clauses which would 
make it understandable by the 
common intellect. If that were carried 
out I think it would be doing something 
which would be of advantage, especially 
to the agricultural interest. There is 
only one general observation which occurs 
to me, and it shall be a very brief one, 
with regard to the agricultural legislation 
of the present Government. The re- 
medial legislation of the present Govern- 


{LORDS} 





ment consists, I think, mainly of two) 
Bills. One is the Agricultural Rating Act, | 


and the other is the measure which we 
are considering to-day. 
stand it, is the sum total of the remedial 


legislation which Her Majesty’s Govern- | 


ment have found themselves able to bring 
in during their lease of power. My 
Lords, that is a very remarkable fact, 
well worth the consideration of the agri- 
cultural interest. I say this, I assure 
noble Lords opposite, in no polemical 
spirit. No one is more confident than I 
am that the Government are most anxious 
to bring in, and those who support the 
Government in both Houses of Parlia- | 
ment would be most anxious to support 


Lord Burghelere. 


That, as I under- | 


| 
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them in bringing in, any measures which 
could in any way assist or a!leviate agri- 
cultural depression or agricultural distress, 
But it is a remarkable fact, as I have 
ventured to point out, that after five years 
of considerable powerand a great majority, 
the most that they are capable of producing 
—I give noble Lords opposite credit for 
the intention sincerely to carry out their 
promises—but the only thing that they 
have been able to dois to pass the Rating 
Act and this “small amending measure,” 
I am sure that no ene can be more sur- 
prised than are Her Majesty's Govern. 
ment at such a result of their labours, 
because that was obviously not their in- 
tention when they sought and when they 
accepted office. I very well remember in 
another place during the three years 
that the late Government was in power, 
year after year, session after session, 
Queen’s Speech after Queen’s Speech, 
we were reproached and we were 
twitted on every side because we neglected 
the agricultural interest and failed to help 
it by bringing in remedial legislation. We 
were told that legislation of this nature 
was instantly and immediately desired. 
We were told that during 1892 and 1895. 
We were told that by very eminent mem- 
bers of the present Government during the 
General Election of 1895, and even the 
Commission of Inquiry which we ourselves 
proposed at that time in order to see 
whether it was possible to carry out any 
legislative action in the matter —even that 
was criticised and condemned, because it 
was said so instant was the need for 
remedial legislation that even that Com- 
mission was dilatory and unnecessary. I 
may point out, because I have some 
interest in that Commission,that notwith- 
standing that, the Commission has been of 
the highest possible utility to the present 
Government, because it is by the Reports 
of that Commission and by the influence 
of that Commission that the only two 
Acts of an agricultural nature which have 
been brought forward have been suggested 
and have been adopted by the Govern- 
ment at the present day. But, however, 


whether that be so or not, and I really do 


not want to enter into any polemical dis 
cussion on the subject—I merely refer to 
it as a general remark—I say it is most 
remarkable that after five years, after all 
the consideration which ! have no doubt 
has been given to it, the only remedial 
legislation which it has been possible to 
carry through by the present powerful 
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Government is a Rating Act about which 
great differences of opinion exist in 
many parts of the country, and this 
measure, which has been termed by one 
of the Government’s own supporters a 
“small amending Bill.” Finally, my 
Lords, I must add that I am afraid there 
will be considerable disappointment in 


some quarters that this long-expected | 


I do! 


Bill goes no farther than it does. 
not myself hold any very wildly advanced 
ideas on questions of land tenure, but I 


cannot help thinking that even the most | 
moderate-minded agriculturist had been | 


led to expect a somewhat larger measure 
of reform than that which is offered to 
us in the measure which has been intro- 


{24 Juty 1900} 





Holdings Bill. 1002 


| What those benefits may have been he 

did not go on to tell us, but according to 
the line of argument with which he ended 
| his speech, in which there was a reference 
| to the benefits granted by the late Govern- 
| ment as compared with those granted by 
| the present Government—— 
| 

Lorp BURGHCLERE: I beg my 

' noble friend’s pardon. I made no refer- 
ence to any benefits conferred by the late 
| Government. 


THe Earn or CAMPERDOWN: I 
| thought the noble Lord said that there 
| were certain proposals made during the 
| tenure of office of the late Government. 


duced by the noble Viscount to-night. I 


know many agriculturists who have often | 


told me that they did not expect at any 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: No ;I made no 
reference of the kind. 


time any possible benefit to them by any | 


possible alteration of the Agricultural | 


Holdings Act at all, but even these 
gentlemen I think—after a measure has 
deen talked about, promised in Queen’s 
Speech after Queen’s Speech, talked about 
on the platform, written about in the 
press-—even such moderate-minded 
gentlemen must have had their hopes 
raised and expectations aroused, and I 
consequently fear that there may be 
some disappointment when the measure 
that has been introduced to-night comes 
to be thoroughly understood. However, 
my Lords, although this measure in many 
ways does not do what many agricul- 
turists I dare say expected it was going 
todo, yet, as Ihave pointed out, it does con- 
tain some provisions which undoubtedly 
will be of benefit to the agricultural 
classes at large, especially in the matter 
of establishing arbitration between land- 
lord and tenant. 





THe Earn or CAMPERDOWN: 
Then I beg my noble friend’s pardon. At 
| any rate, he threw out certain innuendoes 
‘that the present Government had not 
‘done what might have been expected from 
them on behalf of the agricultural classes. 

Well, my Lords, I do not propose to enter 
into that part of the argument; I do not 

think it is necessary. What we are dealing 
| with to-night is the Second Reading of this 
| Bill, and it is to the principle of the Bill 
| and to the contents of the Biil that I pro- 
| pose to address the few sentences which 
[have to say to your Lordships. As I 
said before, with the principle that it is 
desirable to be perfectly just in any 
legislation between landlord and tenant, 


1 am sure we are all agreed. When I say 
‘the Bill is founded on that prisciple, it is 
quite true, as the noble Viscount who 
‘introduced it said, that in reality it is 
That in itself is a very | a Bill made up of a multiplicity of details 


laudable object, and for my part I| rather than a Bill that states a principle 
venture to welcome the measure that the | which is supposed to have been admitted. 


noble Viscount has introduced. 


Tue Earn or CAMPERDOWN: My 


Lords, I am sure that so far as the prin- 


Therefore, in considering the Bill, I pro- 
pose very shortly to follow the example 


| of the noble Viscount, and to go through 


one or two clauses, more with a view of 


ciple upon which this Bill is founded there | obtaining information than anything 


will be no difference of opinion in the 
House. I am sure that everyone wishes 
to be perfectly just in any legisla- 
tion which concerns the relations between 
landlord and tenant. On the other hand, 
my noble friend who has just sat down 
alluded in rather dark terms to certain 
possible benefits which certain people 
are expecting or were expecting to 
derive from any agricultural legislation. 








|else, which no doubt at a later stage 


of the Bill will be discussed in considerable 
detail. On the first clause, which defines 
the value of an improvement and says it 
is “such sum as fairly represents the 
value of the improvement to an incoming 
tenant,” the noble Viscount pointed out 
to us quite properly that an alteration has 
been made in this Bill as compared with 
the existing law, and that that alteration 
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consists in omitting the words which | very skilful judges of legal phraseology, 
refer to the inherent capabilities of the | I should certainly like to hear from some 


soil. 


Those words “the inherent capabi- | legal authority what they would say 


lities of the soil,” it may be as well to | in a similar case ; but is it not likely that 
remind your Lordships, were the subject | an arbitrator would say, “These words 
of an Amendment which was very fully | which were very much insisted upon and 
discussed in the House of Commons in| very much objected to by people outside 
1883. The value of that Amendment was | the House have been struck out by 
not admitted by the proposers only, but | Parliament. It cannot be supposed when 
it was assented to and agreed to by | Parliament was striking the words out 
noble Lords on both sides of the House, in- | that Parliament meant to do nothing at 


cluding the late Lord Herschell, who said | all ; it struck them out on purpose, and 
that he considered it was necessary and | it is quite clear that Parliament intended 
desirable, and in the end it was inserted | to transfer to the tenant something which 


in the Act with the full concurrence and | 


consent of all parties concerned. This | 
Bill proposes to omit these words. Now | 


with regard to the exact value of the | 
words themselves I do not propose to say | 
much. The noble Lord quoted to us 
just now a text-book, which he says is a 
very good one, in which it is stated that 
those words have no value at all. It has 
been stated elsewhere that as a matter of | 
fact valuators never took them into ac- | 
count when making an award under the , 
Act, and that has been given as a reason, | 
and the only reason that I have seen 

forcibly put forward, why it was. 
desirable and possible without doing any 
injury to omit those words from this Bill. 
But one must remember that this section 
is going to be interpreted not by the 


writer of any text-book, not even | 
by the judges; it is going to be| 


was refused to him by the law as it stood 
up to that time.” My Lords, I have 
nothing at this point to say upon that 
matter further than that I should like to 
know what, in the opinion of the noble 


Viscount, and, what is of still greater im- 


portance, the opinion of the noble Lord 


'on the Woolsack, is the effect which 


naturally may be expected to flow from 
the omission of these words under the 
conditions which I have named. There 
are no other matters in the first clause 
which I think it is necessary to refer to, 
except that in Sub-section 5 it is said— 

“ Nothing in this section shall prejudice the 
right of a tenant to claim any compensation to 
which he may be entitled under custom, agree- 
ment, or otherwise.” 


My Lords, I rather gathered from the 
noble Lord who spoke last that he him- 
self thought it might have been advisable 


interpreted, in the absence of agreement, | to make a Bill of this sort compulsory. 
by arbitrators appointed by the Board of | Fortunately for the good management 


Agriculture. 
is this. 
great importance to the words. 


to put them in I do not know what I 
might have said or thought about them ; 
but what I want to know now is, what is 
the effect of omitting those words in this 
Act which were expressly put in and were 
supposed and believed to have some con- 
siderable value? Supposing that judges 
were going to interpret this Act, for in- 


What I should like to know | 
Ido not myself attach any very | 
If it | 
were now proposed for the first time. 


and easy management of land in this 
country, I believe that the bulk of the 
business will be done, as it has been done, 
by custom and by private agreement, 
which is so well understood and which is 


different in different parts of the country, 


and not by laws which have been framed 
by the House of Commons and by this 
House. Your Lordships know, just as | 
do, that it is impossible to put into words 
many of the relations and transactions 


_and duties which are incumbent upon a 


stance, which they are not, would they or 
would they not attach any importance to | 


the distinct omission of a proviso of this 


kind? That is really the whole point. | 


These words may have value or they may 
not have, but they are to be decided upon 
by the arbitrators. Now who are the 
arbitrators likely to be? They are likely 


landlord in dealing with a tenant, and 
vice versa, There is so much depends on 
individuals, so much depends on_ the 
country, so much depends on the soil, s0 
much depends on the practice, that 
custom and agreement must always be 
superior to the law, and I hope that Par 
liament will never be so unwise-—it never 


to be men, I should suppose, probably of | has been hitherto, and I hope it never 
some practical acquaintance with land for | will be—as to attempt to determine the 
this purpose—men who are not as a rule | relations between landlord and _ tenant 


The Earl of Camperdown. 
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In the second sub-section it is stated 
that— 

“ Any claim by a tenant for compensation 

under the principal Act or this Act in respect 
of any improvement comprised in the first 
schedule to this Act shall not be made after 
the determination of the tenancy.” 
As your Lordships know, at the present 
time the date in Scotland is four months 
before the expiration of the tenancy. In 
England I believe it is two months. I 
may say that I think this change is a 
good change. As the Bill originally stood 
it proposed to give a tenant some time 
after the expiration of the tenancy—an 
arrangement which would have produced, 
no doubt, very great confusion ; but as the 
Bill stands it seems to me that you have 
done what is very fair and right in allowing 
the tenant to make his claim at any time 
before he leaves. The proposal in regard to 
there being a single arbitrator I imagine 
will obtain general approval. We all 
wish to do anything which will cheapen 
the procedure, and although, of course, 
we shall run the risk of the proceedings 
being before an arbitrator who is not a 
skilled lawyer, and who would labour, 
therefore, under certain disadvantages in 
interpreting contracts—although we may 
labour under certain disadvantages, yet 
on the whole, and taking the probable 
outcome from the clause, I think the 
single arbitrator is preferable, and the 
doing away with the court of appeal is, 
on the whole, an advisable course for the 
Government to have taken. My Lords, 
I do not think I need trouble your Lord- 
ships with anything further until we 
come to Clause 6, but to that clause I 
should like to call your Lordships’ atten- 
tion. It says— 

“Notwithstanding any provision in a con- 
tract of tenancy for the payment by the tenant 
of an increased rent or other liquidated dam- 
ages for a breach of a covenant or condition, a 
landlord shall not be entitled to recover, by 
distress or otherwise, any sum in respect of a 
breach of any such covenant or condition in 
excess of the damage actually suffered by him.” 
And it goes on with the proviso— 

“That this section shall not apply to any 
covenant or condition against breaking up 
permanent pasture, grubbing underwoods, or 
telling, cutting, lopping or injuring trees.” 

It seems to me that that proviso pro- 
claims the futility of the clause. Unless 
there be something contrary to public 
policy, is it not desirable that a landlord 
and tenant should be left to make any 
arrangements between themselves they 
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, ment 


| permanent pasture. 
| impossible to assess that damage in money. 
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/may choose? Personally I have no love 
| for penal clauses, but I do not see any 
| reason—and surely some reason should 
'be given—why even a landlord or a 
peoraw may not propose and may not 
| make and may not enforce any covenant 
‘which they choose. If it could be 
'shown that it was contrary to public 
| policy, and that public or general 
|damage would ensue from that course, 
‘then I could understand Parliament 
forbidding what have been called penal 
| rents ; but, on the other hand, you will see 
| in the clause as it stands you limit the 
| damage which the landlord can recover to 
the damage which he actually sustains. 
If the clause stood by itself pure and 
simple every one of your Lordships knows 
‘that there are damages which you could 
not compensate in money. The Govern- 
originally proposed to com- 
pensate in money for breaking up 
It would be perfectly 


It is entirely 
As the noble 


No one can say what it is. 
different in different places. 


Lord who spoke just now said, in some parts 


of Scotland nothing is easier or commoner 
than to sow down land to seeds and clover, 
and you get your clover, and the land will 
stand for several years in grass, and very 
good grass it is. If you try to do thatin 
some of the strong land in the south of 
England no pasture comes at all after the 
first year or so. If the Government had 
not inserted this proviso and made it 
apply to permanent pasture, one would 
have been able to givé them an instance 
in which the clause would have been 
absolutely injurious and absolutely un- 
fair; and, so far as I can see, when you 
apply it to permanent pasture or any 
similar case, nothing can be fairer than 
that the landlord who wishes not to ob 
| tain payment for the damage done, but 
to prevent any possibility of the damage 
| being done, should be able to say that if 
/a person took a particular course he 
'should be liable to pay a sum which 
_ would be sufficient in amount to prevent 
/any likelihood of the act which it is 
wished to prevent being done. As I say, 
| personally, looking at it as a purely 
| practical matter, one can find no 
|very great objection to it, but in 
dealing with it as a principle of law 
/surely nothing can be more undesirable 
than that Parliament should interfere 
| with the right of contract between land- 
| lord and tenant, unless there is some posi- 
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tive public reason for so doing. The 
noble Lord who spoke last made some 
strictures—and, I thought, very deserved 
strictures—on the extraordinary phrase- 
ology of Clause 10. I do not think I can 
agree with him altogether in blaming the 
Government for making the Act appli- 
cable both to Scotland and to England. 
It is desirable to do so if you can do it, 
and on the whole, having some little 


Agricultural 





knowledge of one part of the country, a | 


part in which there is a good deal of high 


farming, I have been looking into the | 


clauses, and I may say that I have not 
been able to see any particular objec- 
tion to them. I quite admit this—I 
do not understand them; and I do 
not think that any other person 
in this House, or any other Scotchman, 
possibly could understand them, because 
they consist simply of references, and I do 
not think anyone has either the time or 
the intelligence, and I think probably he 
is not intended to have either the time or 
the intelligence, to make himself fully 
acquainted with their contents ; but that 
is the system which draughtsmen have 
adopted—some of us think, very delibe- 
rately adopted. It has been said before 


now that this new mode of drafting has | 


been adopted for the purpose of getting 
Bills through another place, and possibly 
through this House. I have 


have been very much surprised to see 


things which have happened, and they | 
have been very angry on ascertaining | 


what a particular Bill really meant. Now, 
my Lords, I come to the schedules. 
In Part II. of the schedules there are, 
as the noble Viscount pointed out, 


some improvements in respect of which | 


notice to the landlord is now to be suffi- 


cient where his consent was formerly re- | 
Those matters are the making | 


quired. 
of gardens, the planting of orchards or 
fruit bushes, and the making and planting 
of osier beds. Except in certain rare 
cases—I believe they are very rare—I do 
not think it very much matters, because 
it will not be found very often that the 
tenants will make gardens or 
orchards or osier beds. They will usually 


choose to go to their landlords for fruit | 


bushes if they want them, and so far as the 
making and planting of osier beds is con 


{LORDS} 


known | 
recently of cases in which noble Lords | 


plant 
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this second part of the schedule ag 
amended. The ordinary principle on 
which a holding is held in England 
jand Scotland has been hitherto, as 
\I understand it, this: that the land. 
| lord, executing all or very nearly 
_all the permanent improvements, making 
the fences, the buildings, and all things 
| of that kind, and having, in fact, the full 
control of the holding, has hitherto had a 
right to say for what purpose his holding 
shall be used, and he has had a right to 
object if that holding was going to be 
applied to some purpose other than the 
purpose for which he let it. Now, what 
does the clause do? It says that, beyond 
one acre, no man may make a garden ordo 
any of these other things without the 
consent of his landlord ; but when you get 
below an acre then anyone may make a 
garden, plant an orchard, or make an 
osier bed, and he is to be entitled to be 
compensated for that. If it is a market 
garden, he is to come under the provisions 
of Part IIL, which refers to market gar- 
dens. Well, suppose he has made one 
garden, and suppose he leaves the hold- 
ing — the tenant, generally speaking, 
holds on a yearly tenancy — then the 
next man comes; is he to be 
entitled to the same thing over again! 
How many times may it be done? Is 
there anything in the Bill to restrict the 
number of times it may be done? It 
seems to me that this involves a principle 
which is very much larger than the mere 
words or the mere effect which the clause 
is likely to have. I have no doubt that 
that will be a matter which will be dis- 
| cussed hereafter. I must apologise to your 
| Lordships for having detained you so 
long. I do not think it is necessary 
for me to trouble your Lordships any 
further. 


| 





\ 


Lorp DE RAMSEY : My Lords, there 
are two matters upon which I wish to 
address the House, very shortly indeed, 
and they have arisen out of the two 
speeches that we have just heard. The 
noble Lord on the front Opposition bench 
made a statement which certainly was 
not very germane to the Second Reading 
of the Bill, but it was a statement which 
I can hardly allow to go uncontradicted. 
|He says that the present Government 
have only passed two Bills which really 
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cerned, I dare say they may do that in 
some places, but those places must be | 
very few. What I want to call attention 
to is the principle which is involved in 
The Earl of Camperdown. 


have aided the agricultural interest. The 


noble Lord has forgotten one measure 
|passed by the present Government, 
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ad a most useful measure—namely, 
the reduction of the land tax to 
, maximum of one shilling. That 
neasure has brought infinite relief to 
, great many of those who have been 
¢ruggling with agricultural depression ; 
bit apart from that, if there had not 
hen a single measure of any description 
ised for the relief of agriculture, I 
maintain that the firm attitude which has 
been adopted by our Minister for Agri- 
wlture in successfully withstanding all 
insidious appeals that might have led to 
the introduction of foot-and-mouth disease 
and swine fever into this country, has 
done more good than any legislation that 
ould possibly have been introduced. 
The other matter I wish to say a 
yord or two upon has been touched 
upon by the noble Earl opposite, 
aid that is the question of the omission 
of these words, “ the inherent capabilities 
ofthe soil.” I am well aware that the 
noble Viscount who introduced this Bill 
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| 


has got, as usual, a Royal Commission at | 


his back, but I do maintain that if Parlia- 
ment deliberately omits those words that 


have been in a previous Act people will | 


naturally say, ‘‘ Well, Parliament did not 
think it necessary to insert them.” And 
apart from that, in the ordinary industry 


ot agriculture, I submit to your Lordships | 


that a most important element is the 
inherent capabilities of the soil. 
I touch upon a matter which has been 
mentioned by both noble Lords, and that 
isthe extraordinary drafting of this Bill. 
For years we have been engaged in trying 
tospread the land amongst the smaller 
pople in this kingdom. We _ have 
hid allotments, we have had small 
hldings, we are trying small farms, 
we are doing what we can to enlarge the 
nmber of tenants. Will any noble Lord 
tel me how it is possible, in three-fourths 
ofa sheet of a Bill of this kind, to explain 
any of these small men how he stands 
it relation to this matter? I know it 
annot probably be done in this Bill, but 
lappeal to the noble Viscount, if he is 
again, as 1 hope he will be, in a position 
tohelp us in the agricultural world, that 
he will simplify the procedure. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 
aeordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mttee of the whole House on Friday 
cext, 


Lastly, | 





| maximum salaries, 
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PROHIBITION 
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LUNACY BOARD (SCOTLAND) 
(SALARIES, ETC.) BILL. 


[SECOND READING.] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALFour of BurLEIGH): This Bill 
is a very simple one. The Lunacy Board 
for Scotland has been established for 
about half a century, and at the time it 
was established a limit was put on the 
salaries which the Treasury might pay to 
the officers engaged by the Board. Since 


that time the scale of payment has risen. 


The limit of the secretary’s salary, which 
is £420, is certainly inadequate, and the 
object of this Bill is simply to repeal the 
and to leave these 
civil servants in the position of nearly all 
other civil servants in the various de- 
partments of the Crown, and to give 
power to the Treasury to fix a proper 
scale of remuneration. [ask your Lord- 
ships to give a Second Reading to the 


| Bill. 


Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Thursday next. 


INEBRIATES’ AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL [H.1.]. 


Commons Amendment considered (ac- 


cording to Order), and agreed to. 


EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 


Order) ; an Amendment made; Bill re- 
committed to the Standing Committee ; 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 194.) 


SPIRIT GRO- 
CERS’ LICENCES (IRELAND) (No. 2) 
BILL. 


Read 3 (according to Order), with the 


Amendments, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons. 


OF EXPORTATION 
AKMS BILL [H.1.]. 


House in Committee (according to 


OF 


Order) ; Bill reported without amendment; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
Second Report from the Select Com- 


mittee considered. 
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TuE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES | absolute work of the Reading Clerk jig 
(The Earl of Mortey) moved “That the| not very great, yet he is able 
House do agree with the said Report.” _| during the sittings of the House to give 

| greathelp in other respects tothe other two 

*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I | clerks, and that really it is in the interests 
want to say a very few words upon the | of the House that a third clerk should be 
last paragraph of this Report, which says | sitting at the Table. Now the difficulty 
that after considering the letter addressed | is this, that you have got a certain amount 
to the Clerk of Parliaments by the Clerk | of work, not a great deal of work, but yet 
Assistant and certain proposals made by | work that it requires an experienced man 
the Lord Chancellor, it was resolved— to perform, and a man who is acquainted 

“That the Committee, having heard the pro- | With the procedure and Standing Orders 
posals of the Lord Chancellor, have no recom- of the House. The Committee has, 
amendation to make to the House. on more than one occasion, held the 
Now, my Lords, though perhaps it is | opinion that such a man could be found 
very discreet of the Committee to have | amongst the higher clerks already in the 
come to this conclusion, I do not think it service of your Lordships’ House, and that 
really represents the mind that was in the it was a very reasonable and convenient 
minds of members of the Committee. I) arrangement that one of the higher clerks 
think I am not misrepresenting the views of | of the House should have added to his 
large bulk of the Committee if I say the | duties the duties of the Reading Clerk at 
that they were very strongly inclined to the | the Table. In the year 1889 ‘the Com- 
view that the recommendation of the} mittee reported, and your Lordships’ 
Committee of 1889 was a very reasonable | House adopted the Report— 
recommendation, and one that it was in| «The Clerk Assistant and the Reading Clerk 
the interest of the House to have carried | were formerly appointed by the Clerk of Par. 
out. The whole question, of course, liaments. Since 1824 the Lord Chanellor has 
refers to the appointment of a Reading appoutel, these offces, The, Commit 
Clerk to fill the third seat that has been | g¢ ro fe of these clerkships tert revert 
so long vacant at the Table of your Lord-| to the Clerk of Parliaments, and that he 


ships’ House. The subject has not been should promote one of the senior clerks of his 
‘a new one before the House of Lords department whom he shall consider most fit 
for the post. The clerk could combine with 


Offices Committee, and, indeed, if 1 aM | his duties at the Table the office of chief clerk 
not misinformed, it has been much dis-| or headship of a department. This change 
cussed by even a more august body. | would, in the opinion of the Committee, con. 
The facts are these: Prior to the duce to efficiency no less than economy.” 

year 1824 the appointment of the Owing to the unfortunate vacancy that 
Assistant Clerk and of the Reading Clerk took place in the Reading Clerk’s appoint- 
was in the hands of the Clerk of Parlia- ment, this question came again this session 
ments. It was then transferred to the , for consideration before the Committee. | 
Lord Chancellor, and since then the Lord | think the Committee’s opinion, though not 
Chancellor has had the exercise of the | expressed, was, after all, very much in 
patronage of the two seats at the Table. accordance with the resolution of 1889; 
It has been realised of recent years that | and in the Committee I ventured to 
the sittings of your Lordships’ House are | move the reassertion of that resolution. 
not usually very prolonged, and that Some conversation ensued, and eventually 
therefore the actual work in the House the noble and learned Earl who sits on 
that the Reading Clerk has had to do} the Woolsack suggested that the whole 
has not been excessive, and at any rate | matter might be referred to a Sub-com- 
is not such as to require the full time mittee of the Committee, consisting of 
that a competent man could give to the the very eminent Peers, Lord Salisbury, 
work. At the same time I think it has | Lord Kimberley, and the Duke of Devon- 
been brought very clearly before the shire. In face of that proposal, on the 
House of Lords Offices Committee, both | advice of the Lord Chairman, I withdrew 


recently during the present session and | my proposal. These noble Lords met. 
also on former occas‘ons, that it is desir-| I understand that the Leader on that 
the Leader on this Bench 


able that there should be a third clerk at | Bench and 
the Table ; that great inconvenience might | agreed to leave the whole decision of the 
occur through one of the other two/| matter to the Duke of Devonshire, who 
clerks being absent, and that though the | now sits on the Front Bench. Well, 


‘ 
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the noble Duke, I am afraid, did not! ment in the legal division ; but I must say 


ive the Committee any very great 
assistance by the recommendation that he 
made, because, so far as I am able to 
understand it, all the noble Duke decided 
was that the Lord Chancellor had the 
most complete right to appoint whom he 
liked. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of HALsBuRY): That is not quite an 
accurate statement of what occurred. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : That was the 
impression left on the minds of many of 
as. We received no formal report, and that 
was the idea left in my mind, at any rate. 
That, of course, was a power not in the 
least in dispute, and we most gladly 
assent to the fact that the power does lie 
with the Lord Chancellor to appoint whom 
he chooses. Now, unfortunately, I think 
rather a personal tone has been given to 
this question. I am very sorry for it, 
because I am sure that the very 
last thought that is the minds of 
any of us is to cast any reflection 
whatever on the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack, and that all we are 
anxious to do is in the most friendly and 
considerate way simply to represent to 
him what our views are. After the Com- 


mittee sat, the noble and learned Earl | 


then suggested to the Committee that he 
was quite ready to appoint one of the 
senior clerks on this occasion to the seat 
at the Table, which is now vacant, on 
condition that a Bill should be brought 
into Parliament for the future transferring 
the appointment to the Clerk of Parlia- 
nents with the further condition that 
vhoever the Clerk of Parliaments should 
‘ppoint should be a lawyer. 
vas giving a very new and somewhat 


-mexpected turn to the discussion, because 


ve had not up to that time been informed 
ihat the legal service of your Lordships’ 
douse had been inefficiently performed 
inder existing arrangements. My 


Lords, further, I have to point out | 


ihat when the position of Assistant 
Clerk was vacant not very long 
ago, and when the Lord Chancellor made, 
is we all know, the most excellent 
‘ppointment in the person of the gentle- 
man who now occupies that position, the 
noble and learned Lord did not choose a 
lawyer for that position. Therefore at 
that time it would seem that there was 
no great necessity for a further appoint- 


Well, that | accept. 





I think the noble Earl on the Woolsack 
rather gave his own case away in saying 
| that on this occasion he was prepared to 
| appoint to the seat here the clerk now in 

the service of your Lordships’ House. It 

' seems to me that by offering to do that 
;—and I quite accept and welcome the 
‘concession that was made to our views in 
that offer—yet in making that offer 
'surely the noble and learned Earl did 
| give away his case of the extreme neces- 
| sity of further legal assistance in respect 

of the clerks at the Table. As I say, I 
| repudiate any idea of any personal reflec- 
| tion. Iam only anxious to see this matter 

settled in a manner which will be con- 

ducive to the efficiency of the service of 
the House, and also which will prevent 
_any ill-feeling arising between this House 
and the other House of Parliament. I 
do hold that we are bound so far as we 
can to combine economy with efficiency, to 
endeavour as far as possible to meet the 
views that have been again and again ex- 
| pressed by the other House, which have 
also been insisted upon by the Executive, 
by the Treasury, that as far as possible 
_economy should be exercised with regard 
/to our appointments. I propose to move, 
as an addition to the motion that this 
Report be adopted, the following words— 
* But this House is of opinion that the ap- 
pointment of Reading Clerk should revert to 
| the Clerk of Parliaments, and that he should 
| promote one of the senior clerks of his De- 
partment whom he shall consider most fit for 
the purpose.” 

That is taking practically the words of 
‘the recommendation which your Lord- 
ships adopted in 1889, applying it only to 
| the Reading Clerk, and I think it is one 
| which your Lordships would do well to 
It would not at all fetter the 
| action of the noble and learned Earl on 
'the Woolsack, who would be perfectly 
| free to appoint whom he liked ; but I hope 
‘that were such a resolution carried, the 
‘noble Earl would be willing to assent to 
the wish so expressed—a wish expressed, 
I can assure him, with every desire to 


| recognise his great abilities and the admir- 


able manner in which he has always dis- 
charged his duties in this House. 

THe LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 


'I do not know whether the noble and 


‘learned Lord on the Woolsack will 
think it necessary to make any 
explanation or reply to the speech 
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delivered by the noble Lord opposite. I 
only rise for the purpose of explaining 
the very small part which I have had in 
the matter to which the noble Lord has 
referred. With regard to the motion 
which the noble Lord has announced his in- 
tention of moving, it seems to me it would 
be a very inconvenient proceeding that 
such a motion as this should be moved 
without anv notice whatever having been 
previously given. The House is scarcely in 
a condition to pronounce a decision on 
this subject, which has come before the 
greater part of those Members of the 
House who are present in an entirely 
unexpected manner. 
noble Lord’s statement, however, my part 
in this matter has been simply this. I 
will state it as clearly as I can, although, 
not knowing that this matter was coming 
on, I have not the correspondence to which 
I should have liked to be able to refer. 
I was not present at the meeting of the 


Offices Committee when the consideration | 


of the question was delegated, as has been 
stated by the noble Lord, to the noble 
Earl opposite and the Prime Minister 
and myself; but what I understood was 


that the reference to that sub-committee | 


was to consider what advice should be 
given to the noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack in the matter. That was 
the question which I think at the only 
time we met was to a certain extent dis- 
cussed. As has been stated, however, 
the noble Earl opposite and the Prime 
Minister agreed to delegate their func- 
tions to me, and I proceeded—I admit 
after some interval—to consider as_ well 
as I could how I was to discharge this 
rather difficult duty, and what advice I 
should suggest should be given to the 


noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack. | 


After some conversation with the noble 


and learned Lord and others, I came to | 


the conclusion that although it was 


perfectly true that the duties of the 


Reading Clerk at this Table are not ex- 


tremely arduous, and could be performed | 


by some other clerk in the Parliamentary 
offices, who would discharge other duties, 
yet some inconvenience was considered by 
the noble and learned Lord toexist through 
the absence, in what I believe is called the 
judicial department of those offices, of any 
official possessing the acquirements of a 
trained lawyer ; and the noble and learned 
Lord considered that in the discharge of 
its duties as the highest court of appeal, 
it would be of great advantage that such 


Tie Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 


With regard to the | 





Offices. 
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[assistance should be provided to the 
House. What I understood the noble and 
learned Lord proposed to do if he made 
the appointment was to appoint a quali- 

| fied barrister, whose time certainly would 

| not be wholly occupied by his duties at 
this Table, but whose services would be 

‘available for the judicial department of 

| the offices. I therefore informed the Prime 

Minister and the noble Earl opposite that, 

as there was no question of the right to 

the appointment belonging to the noble 
and learned Lord, he might be advised to 
exercise his right if he was prepared to 
do so, having regard to the necessity of 
additional legal assistance on the part of 
|the House. The noble and learned Lord, 
|I believe, saw the letter in which I com- 

/municated to the Prime Minister that 
opinion of mine. He did not act directly 

‘upon it in making the appointment, as [ 
suggested he might do, but he made the 

proposal which has been stated by the 
noble Lord. As to that proposal of the 
noble and learned Lord, | have nothing to 
'say. I merely wanted to state exactly the 
nature of the part which I took in the 
matter, which was simply to advise that 
if the noble and learned Lord thought that 
the judicial business of the House required 
additional legal assistance he would 
be perfectly justified in exercising his 
right to make this appointment. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, as I was deputed, in conjunction 
‘with the noble Duke opposite and the 
Prime Minister, to consider this question, 
I feel bound to say a few words. In the 
first place, the whole of what the noble 
Duke has stated appears to me to be per- 
fectly and entirely accurate. It is a 
matter of fact that when we met Lord 
Salisbury suggested to me that inasmuch 
as the noble Duke was the only one of us 
three who had not taken some part in 
the matter before, and therefore was not 
in any way pledged to certain views, it 
would be convenient, as we had a col- 
league in the noble Duke who had had 
nothing to do with the matter before, 
that we should refer the matter to 
him to give us his advice. You 
‘have heard what was the result. Now 

I will state my own view. In the 
‘first place, I was, with Lord Salisbury, 
/a member of a sub-committee in the year 
1889 which considered very carefully in- 
| deed the whole question of the officers of 
‘the House, especially ‘with reference to 
( 
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the very unpleasant disputes which had | 
been going on with the Treasury, and | 
which had found their echo in the other | 


House, as to the want of economy in these 
appointments. We recommended to the 
Committee of Black Rod a variety of 
changes, all of which, I believe, have been 
carried into effect, and which, I believe, 
have in no way impaired the efficiency of 
the House, and. have conduced to very 
considerable economy. Amongst othe 
changes we suggested that the appoint- 
ment which is by law vested in the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack should 
in future, if the Lord Chancellor would 
consent, be transferred to the Clerk of 
Parliaments, and that the post of Reading 
Clerk should be combined with the duties 
of one of the general establishment. 
That certainly seemed to me at the time 
a very reasonable proposal. The Lord 
Chancellor, who undoubtedly possesses the 
power by Act of Parliament to make the 
appointment of Reading Clerk, did pursue 
that course upon the occasion of the 
vacancy then occurring ; but when another 
vacancy occurred a difficulty arose, and 
that is the difficulty we are now consicer- 
ing. Certainly my opinion as to the 
advantages of the change which was 
recommended by Committee which 
sat in 1889 has never changed, except 
upon this point, which [ wish to explain 
exactly. When we came to consider the 
point which was referred to the noble 
Duke andthe noble Marquess and myself, 
we learnt from the noble Duke that after 
consulting with the Lord Chancellor he 
had to tell us that the Lord Chan- 
tellor was of the opinion that there 
was not sufficient assistance to the House 
‘n the discharge of its very important 
duties asa Court of Appeal, and that it 
vould be very desirable that the post of 
Reading Clerk should be held by a trained 
lawyer. We had the advantage on the 
Committee of hearing the opinions of the 
1oble and learned Lord on the Woolsack, 
and if I understood him rightly he based 
his view upon this—of which, as it seems 
to me, he is by far the best judge—that 
with the amount of business which now 
2xomes before the House as a Court of 
Appeal, and looking to the whole conduct 
of that business, he had satisfied himself 
that it was desirable for the proper con- 
duct of that very important branch of the 
business of this House that a trained 
lawyer should be appointed who should 


the 


combine with his duties in the House as | 
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( Mii ces. 


a Court of Appeal the duty of Reading 
Clerk. 1 would just repeat that I entirely 
agree with the noble Duke that it has 
been shown that, although there is not 
sutticient work to be done by the Reading 
Clerk to occupy the whole of his time, it 
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' would be extremely inconvenient to the 


House that there should not be a third 
clerk, That, I think, must be very 
obvious. Our clerks may, like the rest 
of us, be for a time subject to be absent 
from illness, and it is obvious that ex- 
treme inconvenience might result to the 
business of the House if there were not a 
third clerk to take the place of one of 
the other gentlemen during temporary 
absence. But, at the same time, it is 
also perfectly clear that there is not 
sufficient business attached to the office 
of the Reading Clerk to occupy the full 
time of a competent person. Then 
when the Lord Chancellor, who, of 
course is, above ail men in this House, 
competent to judge what is necessary for 
the service of the House as regards the 
discharge of its duty as a Court of 
Appeal—when the Lord Chancellor states 
that he has satisfied himself that it was 
necessary for the proper discharge of 
those duties that there should be a 
trained lawyer appointed, then my advice 
to the Committee was this: Here is a 
matter of which the Lord Chancellor is 
above all the best judge. If he informs 
this House upon his responsibility and 
with his knowledge that it is desirable, 
nay more, that it is necessary, for the dis- 
charge of the business of the House as a 
Court of Appeal, that a trained lawyer 
should be appointed, and that that trained 
lawyer in his opinion may also properly 


discharge the duties of Reading 
Clerk, it seemed to me that it was 


beyond my competence to oppose the 
Lord Chancellor in taking — the 
course which he thought necessary 
to provide the House with proper assist- 
ance. But as I have personally no know- 
ledge of the Court of Appeal, as I am not 
myself in any way qualified to judge of 
the assistance the Court of Appeal may 
require, I considered that it should be left 
to the Lord Chancellor upon his responsi- 
bility to exercise his statutory power to 
appoint a clerk, who would also discharge 
the duties of Reading Clerk. Beyond 
that I was not disposed to go, and I 
informed the noble Duke that I practi- 
cally concurred in his view after full con- 
sideration, and I also suggested to the 


20 
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Committee that, the state of affairs having 
been now for a very long time in sus- 
pense, it was not desirable that the dis- 
pute which had arisen should be pursued 
further—that although the Committee 
might some of them have the opinion that 
the arrangement which was originally 


proposed was the best one, it was 
much better for them to leave the 
Lord Chancellor to take the course 


which to him seemed to be best, and that 
therefore we should abstain from express- 
ing any further opinion. That, my 
Lords, is a complete account of the part 
I took in this matter, and I have nothing 
to add except this, that never in the 
whole course of the business have I had 
the smallest wish or desire or reason to 
attribute any evil motives to the Lord 
Chancellor, or to find fault with any view 
he may hold if he holds it on his own 
judgment and responsibility. 


*Tur Eart or MORLEY: My Lords, 
I was not aware that there was to 
be a discussion upon this matter to- 
night, but as [ was Chairman of -the 
Committee I can hardly allow the debate 
to pass without saying a very few words on 
the subject. I verymuch agree with what 
the noble Lord (Lord Kimberley) said 
in his last remarks. I certainly have 
not the means of judging what is 
required for the discharge of the duties 
connected with this House as a Court of 
Appeal, and I quite agree with the noble 
Earl that there is nobody in this House 
so capable of judging of those requirements 
as the noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack. But I do want to lay very great 
stress upon this, that if an extra officer is 
required for the Court of Appeal he should 
be appointed by the Lord Chancellor him 
self on his own responsibility, and that 
there should be no transfer to the Clerk of 
Parliaments or anyone else any patron- 
age connected with that appointment. 
That I feel very strongly indeed. 
I always understood that the Clerk 
of Parliaments, who is a tri ined lawyer, 
was a Registrar of the High Court, and 
that the clerical duties connected with 
the judicial business were performed by 
Clerks of the House, who had done their 
work with ability and with great in- 
dustry. The late Mr. de Burgh was a 
very able head of the Judicial dep: riment, 
and I was under the impression that the 
present department have done their work 
well, but on that I desire, of course, to 


The Earl of Kimberley. 


{LORDS} 
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defer to the judgment of the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack. But this 
I do say: that our proposal of 1889 was 
that a clerk at the head of the establish- 
ment of clerks should take the duties of 
Reading Clerk upon inim in addition to 
his ordinary duties. I wish it to be 
distinctly understood that we never pro- 
posed to add to the patronage of the 
Clerk of Parliaments. We merely gaye 
him an opportunity of recommending to 
the Lord Chancellor a clerk who should, 
in addition to his existing duties, per- 
form the duties at the Table, which, as 
everyone must admit, are not sufficiently 
onerous to occupy the whole time of a 
gentleman of ability. Under those cir- 
cumstances we consider that as the 
appointment was limited to the establish- 
ment of which the Clerk of Parliaments 
is the head, it would be reasonable and 
obviously desirable, he knowing the 
gentlemen who are comprised in that 
establishment, that he should have that 
patronage—well, I will not say patronage, 
but should nominate the gentleman who 
should perform those duties. But if it 
comes to appointing for an absolutely 
different purpose an extra officer—for such 
he will be—to perform important duties in 
the Court of Appeal, then I think the 
Lord Chancellor himself should have, as 
he has at present, the statutory power 
of appointing that officer. That is 
all I wish to say on the subject. 
Placing aside the opinion which the Lord 
Chancellor has given as to the needs of 
the Court of Appeal, | have always con- 
sidered that the recommendation of the 
Sub-committee of 1889-—which was com- 
posed of the noble Earl opposite, Lord 
Kimberley, and the noble Marquess the 
Prime Minister, and other distinguished 
Peers—was a very reasonable one, and | 
would remind the House that it has been 
communicated with our Reports to the 
House of Commons and to the Treasury. 
I am not inclined to change my mind 
as regards that recommendation, but 
the point I do jay great stress upon 
is this: I think it is of very great 
importance that we should have a third 
Reading Clerk at the Table. The work, 
though it is not onerous, requires ex- 
treme care. Sometimes we have sixty 
or seventy notices on the Paper, and 
the keeping of the Minute requires a 
very great deal of care, and any little dis- 
turbance to the clerk who is keeping the 
Minute renders the duty very difficult. 
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[de most sincerely hope that however 
the matter is decided we shall be left no 
longer in suspense, and that the matter 
will be decided once for all. 


Tue Earn oF HALSBURY: My 
Lords, I cannot help feeling that this 
matter has been sprung upon me by sur- 
prise. The documents that I should have 
wished to refer to are not here, but I 
think I can sufficiently trust my memory 
to say what I have to say on the subject. 
In the first place, Iam glad to learn that 
no personal object of mine is suggested in 
the course I pursued. The view which 
I take and which I must say I very 
srongly take is this: that the highest 
court in the kingdom ought not to be 
without one of those auxiliary persons or 
some of those auxiliary persons who are 
known in the courts of law as chief clerks 
or masters, or what not. 


curt that has not one. 


Parliaments happens to be a lawyer. He 


need not be, and sometimes the Clerk of | 


Parliaments has not been a lawyer ; but as 


a matter of fact the present Clerk of | 


Parliaments is a lawyer. But, my Lords, 
it is not the Clerk of Parliaments that is 
to be considered, it is the judicial staff 
which is required for the House as a 
Court of Appeal; and certainly I am 


very deliberately of opinion that it is | 


something approaching a scandal that 
the highest Court of 


court, down even to the county court, 
possesses ; and I have been desirous, not- 
withstanding the Report which was made 
long ago as 1889, that that scandal, as I 
do not hesitate to term it, should be re- 
moved. After the conciliatory tone of 
the speech of the noble Lord who intro- 
duced the subject I do not wish to say 
anything that would conflict with the 
harmonious spirit in which the matter has 
heen diseussed ; but for the purpose of in- 
forming your Lordships I am obliged to 
suy that the Committee, as it originally 


sit, thought it right to proceed without | 
the slightest notice to me, and my first | 


notice that such a resolution had been 
passed, although I was Chancellor at the 


time, was the fact that I received a: 


notice of the passing of the resolution. 
lam quite sure it was from no inten- 
tional disrespect, but I doubt very 


much whether any of your Lordships 
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The House of | 
Lords as a Court of Appeal is the only | 
I am not for- | 
vetting that at this moment the Clerk of | 


Appeal should | 


not have those officials which every other | 
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would desire to alter the patronage of an 
office that belonged to a person without 
thinking it necessary to ask him to attend, 
so that you might form some judgment 
after hearing him. I venture to think 
that the fact of this House being a great 
court of law was not present to the minds 
of the Committee. Your Lordships who 
meet here at half-past four for public 
business are not aware—at least, it does 
not occur to you—that some of us have 
been here since a quarter or half-past ten 
o'clock in the morning, and it is forgotten 
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that besides its functions as a great 
legislative body this House is the 


most important court of law in the king- 
dom. Certainly, having regard to the 
business now being done here, and _ to 
possible changes that there may be here- 
after, I myself am very reluctant that the 
opportunity should be lost of stregthening 
the legal part of the House by the appoint- 
ment of a lawyer to the vacant clerk- 
ship. I believe it will be a misfortune 
if advantage is not taken of that oppor- 
tunity. Suppose one of these days a 
question arises as to the staff of the 
House of Lords as a court of law com- 
pared with the staff of other courts of 
law. Just imagine what would be said 
when it was shown that the Court of 
Queen’s Bench or the Court of Appeal 
had trained lawyers as masters or chief 
clerks, while the highest court of all did 
not have that assistance. I very much 
object, however, to be called upon to 
exercise the power given to me by 
statute if at the same time I am to be 
limited in the choice that Iam to make, 
and I thought, and I think still, that the 
proper course would be to repeal the 
statute, and, so far as I am concerned, [| 
should not offer the smallest objection to 
this patronage being taken from the Lord 
Chancellor and transferred to the Clerk of 
Parliaments. But I did object, and I do 
object to be called upon to exercise the power 
which the statute gives me and yet' be 
told that my choice is limited. Certainly 
if anyone were to propose to repeal that 
statute in the way I have suggested he 
will not find me opposed to it ; but at the 
same time I have given my deliberate 
judgment, and I think the opportunity 
ought to be taken to appoint a lawyer. 
After what has passed, if your Lordships 
should confirm the view that I have 
expressed, I will take uncommonly good 
| care that no one shall suggest that I have 
| any interest in the matter of this appoini- 
202 
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ment. It has occurred to me that it 


would be a very good course to ask the 
Lord Chief Justice of England to select 
some person whom I should appoint. I 
have nothing further to say to you: Lord- 
ships except this, that I think that those 
who advised originally in this matter 
must feel that they made a mistake in 
not consulting me before that resolution 
was come to, 


THe Ear or MORLEY: [I cannot 
help reminding the noble and learned 
Lord that he was a member of the Com- 
mittee who passed this Report after a 
great deal of deliberation. 


Tue Ear or HALSBURY : The noble 
Earl is speaking of a subsequent period, 
because at the time that Report was 
agreed to I had never heard of there 
being such a Committee at all. Although 
I was Chancellor for a short time in 1885 
and came in again in 1886, the Committee 
was never called to my attention. I 
certainly think that they ought to have 
asked me to attend, and have called my 
attention to what was being done. That, 
as it appears to me, was the error that 
they committed. However, I have 
nothing further to say upon the matter. 


Tue Eart o—r KIMBERLEY: I was a 
member of that Committee, and I am 
quite free to say that I think it would 
have been much better if a communica- 
tion had been made to the Lord Chan- 
cellor. But at the same time I must say 
that I am considerably astonished to hear 
that the noble and learned Lord, who had 
then presided over the House for two or 
three years, was not aware that there was 
a Black Rod Committee, and was not 
aware that he was a member of that 
Committee. I believe notices of the 
meetings are always sent to every mem- 
ber. No doubt it would have been better 
if special notice had in this case been 
sent to the Lord Chancellor, but I suppose 
that did not occur to any member of the 
Committee, and unfortunately it was not 
done. However, my Lords, that is a 
matter which occurred a very long time 
ago, and I think it is scarcely necessary or 
desirable to bring up again anything which 
occurred then. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: After the 
conversation that has taken place I cer- 
tainly shall not think of troubling your 


The Earl of Halsbury. 
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Lordships with the motion. I can only 
say that, so far as the former Committee 
was concerned, no blame can very well 
rest upon my shoulders, because I was 
not a member of your Lordships’ House 
at that time. 


On Question, Report agreed to. 


EDUCATIONAL GRANTS — DIFFEREN. 
TIAL TREATMENT IN RURAL AND 
URBAN SCHOOLS. 

Lorp HENEAGE, in rising to call 
attention to the Return issued in accord. 
ance with an Order of the House of 
Lords on 5th July, 1900, showing the 
results of the differential treatment jn 
urban and rural schools, and to moye— 
“That the experiment of the last four years 
has been most injurious not only to the agri- 
cultural counties as a whole, but to the large 
majority of the Church of England voluntary 
schools associations, and should be dis 
continued,” 
said: My Lords, I shali limit my very 
few remarks to the question of the differ- 
ential treatment of schocls in rural and 
urban districts. ‘Some two months ago I 
asked my noble friend the Lord Presi- 
dent of the Council if he would let me 
have a Return, which your Lordships have 
since had placed in your hands. My 
noble friend then made the very sensible 
suggestion that | should move for the 
Return as unopposed, and that any 
discussion should be taken after the 
Return had been laid. The Return has 
now been laid upon the Table, and we are 
now ina position to discuss the matter. 
In Lincolnshire we have lost a great deal 
of money, taking the rate at 5s. a head 
under the Act, under the differential 
treatment, and on two occasions the 
governing body of the Voluntary Schools 
Association ot Lincolnshire has sent a 
memorial to the Education Department, 
which I hold in my hand, but with which 
I will not trouble your Lordships. Under 
the Voluntary Schools Act of 1897 the 
aid grant was to be not more than 5s.a 
head, but no precise directions were laid 
down as to any differential treatment 
between schools in urban and rural dis- 


tricts. The principle or the experiment, 
whichever you like to call it, which 
has now been’ in_ practice — ever 


since the Act was passed, I venture 
to say has not been satisfactory either to 
the rural schools or to the Church of 
England. In the few remarks I am going 
to make I propose to limit myself abso- 
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lutely to facts and figures, and I am not 
going to make the slightest comment upon 
the Education Department. I think so 
fur as the Departments are concerned 
they have given the associations every 
assistance they possibly could. They 
have shown considerable ability and the 
greatest courtesy to us when we have had 
reason to write to them for advice in con- 
ducting what has been a new and rather 
ditticult experiment in legislation. [ was 
told after the first year that the experi- 
ment had been a failure, and that it was 


likely not to be continued. Unfortu- 
nately it has now gone on for a 


period of four years. I am only 
dealing now with the three years that 
are put forward in the Return, during 
which time the rate has been paid at 
js. 9d. per child for every child in the 
urhan districts, and 3s. 3d. per child fer 
every child in the rural districts. Iam 
myself unable to see, and the members of 
the governing bodies to which I belong are 
utterly unable to see, why there should 
be this difference of treatment between 
the rural and urban districts. So far as 
we can judge, for what it is worth—and | 
have the executive body or 
ceiitral committee of the Lincolnshire 


Voluntary Schools Association for four 


been on 


years—it is the rural districts and not 
the urban districts which — require 
the most favourable treatment. Again, 


it must be remembered that, although 
this aid grant is allocated at a differential 
rate towards urban and rural schools, 
the money is all pooled together when it 
arrives In the hands of the association, 
and the governing body can deal with it 
exactly as they like. As a matter of 
tact they do not care whether a school 
is inanurban or inarural district. They 
only look to the necessities of the school, 
and they treat it as it ought to be treated, 
with equity and justice. But what is 
very material with regard to this differen- 
tial treatment is that in associations 
Where the children in rural schools are a 


larger number than in urban schools they | 


are very great losers by this differential 
grant. The large towns and the large 
urban districts gain largely. The agri- 
cultural distriets—your Lordships have 
only to look at the Return yourselves to 
see this—lose enormously, but they require 
the aid very much more, in my opinion, 
than the urban districts. In the large towns 
In most cases there are school boards, and 


therefore, looking at it entirely from an 
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educational point of view, the children 
would receive education whether there 
were voluntary schools or not, but in the 
rural districts they would be without 
education altogether in a large proportion 
of the parishes if it were not for volun- 


tary schools. You could not have 
boards at all—you could not get the 
men fitted to sit on the board; you 


could not get the rate to pay for the 
schools; these schools are very small 
schools. In Lincolnshire—I am speak- 
ing now from what I know—they do 
not average more than an attendance 
of thirty or forty children, and anyone 
who takes any interest in the education 
given in these very small schools knows 
that they geta very small education grant 
because there are so very few children to 
earn the grant. They are, therefore, in a 
very great difficulty in that respect, 
while if a competent staff is to be kept up 
to teach the children in their parishes as 
you would have them taught, it is kept ap 
at greater relative expense. Therefore 
these small schools require special assist- 
anee, and Ido not see why the grant to 
them should be less than the grant to the 
urban districts. [ will give your Lord- 
shipsonly one example—I could give youa 
great number—of how absurdand ridiculous 
this distinetion becomes. I am not going 
to say that there are not good reasons 
for it—no doubt the noble Duke will 
g your Lordships what he considers 
good reasons; but let me deal with 
three parishes close together in the north 
of Lincolnshire. Roxby, with a popula- 
tion of 378, has one school with an average 
attendance of 43 children. But that is 
an urban district, so that the allocation of 
the aid grant is at the rate of 5s. 9d. per 
child. The school is solvent and non- 
necessitous, and receives no aid grant. 
Close by are the two combined parishes 

really one parish—Barrow-on-Humber 
and New Holland. They have two schools. 
Their population is 3,200. In the one 
school the average attendance is 222, and 
the school is non-necessitous ; in the other 
the average attendance is 241, and the 
school is specially necessitous. Both these 
schools are in rural districts, and the 
money is paid on account of them to the 
governing association only at the rate of 
3s. 3d. per child. Yet they want all the 
assistance that it is possible to give them. 
Now, I will not detain your Lordships 
at any length, but I should like to 
quote one or two figures to prove my 


sive 
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ease. I will ask your Lordships to 


allow me to deal with the results of the 
differential system of allocation of the 
Aid Grant on the agricultural county of 
Lincoln so far as the Church of England 
schools are concerned. In 1897 we had 
44,253 children in average attendance. 
Of these 20,400 were in urban 
district schools, and were paid for 
at 5s. Yd. a head, and we received 
on their account £5,867 17s. 6d. 
The other children, 23,843, were at rural 
schools, and we receiv ed at the rate of 
3s. 3d. a head for them, making 
£3,874 9s. 9d. So that, although there 
were 3,000 more children in the rural 
schools than in the urban schools, we re- 
ceived £2,000 less on account of pay- 
ment of Aid Grant to deal with them. 
Similar results (I will not trouble your 
Lordships with the details) were arrived 


at in 1898 and 1899. In each of 
those three years we received, putting 
all the money together, at the 


rate of 4s. 5d. per head of the 
children. The total received in 1897 was 
£9,742 7s. 3d., instead of what we should 
have received at 5s. per head, £11,063 5s. 
In 1898 it was £9,731 2s., instead of 
£11,021 10s. In 1899 it was £9,692 3s., 
instead of £10,983 10s., or an actual loss 
of £3,759 19s. 5d. in three years, not- 
withstanding that we received 5s. 9d. for 
the children in the urban districts. Now, 
I have quoted the actual sums that were 
received on the allocation of the grant. 
Take those figures, in order to compare 
them with the figures in the Return, and 
you must add the second allotment, which 
is received some months afterwards, and 
in Lincolnshire amounts to one penny per 
child. I only say that because that shows 
the difference between the _ figures. 
Now, the general effect of this on 


the whole of the schools is that 
in forty-six Church of England Asso- 


ciation schools only eight received at 
the rate of 5s. per head, whilst of those 
eight, five—London, Liverpool, Man- 
chester, Wakefield, and Rochester—re- 
ceived at the rate of 5s. 6d. and upwards. 
The remaining thirty-eight Church of 
England Association schools lose on an 
average 10 per cent. of the present 
differential rate allocated. As a conse- 
quence of this principle (I do not for a 
moment say that it is intentional) the 
Roman Catholic, the British and the 
Wesleyan schools gain very largely, 
because they are schools in the urban 


Lord Heneage. 
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and not in rural districts. I may quote 
to your Lordships a paper which has been 
prepared upon this point which appears 
to me to be very accurate and worthy of 
notice. It is stated in the Schoolimaster 
of the'1l4th July that— 

** In 1897 the Church Federations of London, 
Liverpool, and Manchester score no smaller 
amount than £15,295 above the 5s. limit, the 
¢ sief losers being Gloucestershire, Lincolnshire, 
Oxfordshire, Hertfordshire, Norfolk, Wilts, 
Berkshire, Kent, Cumberland, Sussex, Dorset, 
Durham, and Essex.” 


Therefore, it is practically at the cost of 
these other counties that these privi- 
lezed federations receive their contribu. 
tions. Thirty-eight Church Federations lose 
£27,684; that is, taking it at 5s. a head, 
Fight Church Federations gain £17,402, so 
that there is a net loss to the Church 
schools of over £10,000. That is the case 
I wish to bring forward. The memorial 
presented by the governing body last 
year, and which was again sent this year 
is as follows — 


“The governing body of the Lincoln 
Diocesan Association of Voluntary Schools 


desire to represent to the Education Depart- 
ment that, in consequence of the different rates 
fixed for town and country schools, between 
which the distinction is in may cases artificial 
and anomalons, the total Aid Grant allotted to 
their Association fell short by no less asum 
than £1,320 17s. 9d. of the amount whieh 
would have been received if 5s. per head had 
been given to town and country schools alike. 
The A-sociation, Laving to deal with a large 
number of small country schools, in which the 
average cost per head of efficient maintenance 


must be greater than in any other class of 
schools, has therefore been unable to recom- 


mend grants adequate to help and increase the 
efficiency of many of the necessitous schools 
in its area ; and it cannot with the present rates 
of allotment make satisfactory provision for 
improved training of pupil teachers, and for 
such objects as manual instruction in 
cookery.’ 

That is the case I have to present on 
behalf of the Lincolnshire governing 
body, and I am very sorry that it should 
have to come on at such a late period of 
the session and in so small a House. | am 
also exceeding sorry that I had to put 
this matter off from Frid: iy last until this 
evening, because Lord Reay, who takes a 
very great interest in this matter, is 
unable to be here. 


Bisuorp or MAN- 
Lords, as the Dio- 
cesan Associations of Liverpool and 
Manchester have been referred to as 
having been specially benefited by the 


THE LorpD 
CHESTER: My 
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distinction made between urban and 
rural schools, [ think I should say a few 


words in favour of the discrimination. | 


There are, I have no doubt, anomalies in 
special cases which it would be difficult to 
explain ; but on the large scale I venture 
to think that there are very good reasons 
to be given for the present system. For 
instance, if you notice the number of 
children in the urban districts, that are 
spoken of rather depreciatingly by the 
noble Lord —— 


Lorp HENEAGE: I did not intend to 
depreciate them at all. 


THE Lorp  BisHop or MAN - 
CHESTER : I simply meant  speak- 
ing of them depreciatingly in respect 
of the fact that they are a very small 
minority of the schools. I am_ try- 
ing to point out that, though they 
may seem to be a minority of the 
associations, they contain an enormous 


number of children in average 
attendance, and the l[ondon — schools 


have as many as 120,000 children in 
average attendance, so that the number 
of children affected by any change in the 


present system will be considerable. 
Now I agree that if there be nothing 
different in the circumstances of the 


urban and village schools to justify dis- 
crimination there ought to be none; but | 


venture to think, at any rate, that these | 
two reasons may be given for making the | 


discrimination in Laneashire: first, the 


enormous number of school boards that | 


exist there, the necessity of providing for 
rates in aid of these Board schools and 
also at the same time providing voluntary 
contributions, and the very much larger 
salaries that we are obliged to pay to our 


schoolmasters and our staff because of the | 


competition of the Board schools making 


our expenses very much more than they | 
' should agree absolutely and entirely with 


would be. But the principal reason is 
this. There was an Act passed which if 
I am not misinformed (the Lord Presi- 
dent will no doubt tell us) was intended 
mainly to benefit agricultural schools, an 
Act which enabled the parent of any 
child to demand that that child should 
be educated free of cost. 
have no doubt, benefited greatly the agri- 
cultural districts. The fees paid there were 
very small, and the remission of the fee 


the fees paid were very considerable— 
from 3d. to 6d. a week per child, and 


Now that, I | 
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those fees were easily paid because we 
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had a large industrial population receiv- 


ing high wages. It was never felt to be 
a burden. We had no difficulty in ob- 
taining the money, but the moment the 
opportunity was afforded to those who 
were the poorer amongst the parents to 
demand free education, of course they 
demanded it. Further, I would ven- 
ture to say to your _ Lordships, 
because I know it to be a fact, that a 
number of those who are unfriendly to 
Voluntary schools stimulated parents to 
make these demands with a view to mak- 
ing it more difficult to conduct voluntary 
schools, and then a feeling of chivalry on 
the part of those better paid of the 
working classes made them feel “ Rather 
than leave the poorer of our brethren in 
an invidious position we wil! make the 
demand for free education.” The result 
is that we have lost a very large propor- 
tion of the funds upon which we relied 
for the maintenance of elementary 
schools. That deficiency must be supplied 
in some way. I venture to. say that 
the defiency is small in agricultural dis- 
tricts because the fees charged were small 
and the remission was easy. The fees 
charged in manufacturing districts were 
considerable, and therefore their remission 
was a blow to the prosperity of the 
schools. Therefore, as they have these 
particular disabilities, I venture to submit 
to your Lordships it is fair that they 
should have a certain number of compen- 
sating advantages. 


*THE BisHop or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, as representing a diocese quite 
at the opposite pole to that of my 
brother of Manchester, I should like to 
say a few words on this subject. Ido 
not propose to follow him through the 
arguments that he has put before 
us, and [ am _ not’ sure that I 


him, but my desire is rather to address 
myself to this question as representing 


| one of the most rural of all the dioceses, 


| 
| 
| 


| one or two exceptions. 
| that in the list of dioceses that had suffered 


and a diocese which has, if I may venture 
to say so, been more hardly hit by 
this method of distribution than any other 
diocese in the kingdom with possibly 
I was surprised 


| the diocese of Hereford was not mentioned. 
was therefore quite easy, but in the north | The facts as put before us in this Return 
| are that if the distribution had been at 


| 


| 


the rate of 5s. per child, we should have 
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received for the Hereford diocese some- 
thing like £5,914. As a matter of fact, 
we only received £4,795 a year, thus 
losing a sum of £1,119, or suffering, 
that is to say, to the extent of nearly 20 
per cent. If we look at the rate per 
child which is received by my two asso- 
ciations, the Association of Hereford and 
the Association of Ludlow, it only 
averages 4s. 1d. per child. I venture to 
ask your Lordships to notice that this is 
one of the very lowest of all the 
averages throughout the kingdom. Now, 
my Lords, I wish to join with the noble 
Lord who has put this question to this 
extent, and to say that in the diocese of 
Hereford there is no doubt a good deal of 
feeling that we do not receive more than 
4s. 1d. per child; but for myself I could 
not go further than saving that I shall be 
extremely grateful to the noble Duke if he 
sees his way by any means to give us a 
larger share of this Special Aid Grant, and 
in appealing to him I would venture to 
urge two reasons—both of them I feel to 
be strong reasons—why he should con- 
sider the possibility of giving us a little 
more money for our rural schools. One 
is that our schools throughout my diccese 
are many of them so very poor that we 
are obliged to employ a4 very large 
number of teachers, assistant teachers in 
particular, with qualifications which I am 
sure would not satisfy your Lordships. 
In my diocese, even in the city of Hereford, 
there are a very large number of teachers 
who are known in the language of the 
Education Department as Article 638. 
Now, my Lords, what is an Article 68? 
It is simply a respectable young woman 
who is eighteen years of age, and she has 
to present no other qualification whatever 
for employment asa teacher. Now, some of 
these young women are excellent teachers, 
but I cannothelp thinking that it is unsatis- 
factory that, as part of our National 
school system, we should be obliged to 
employ so many assistant teachers who 
are not duly qualified. Many of them, I 
am bound to confess, are, in intellectual 
qualifications, hardly fitted to be teachers 
of the children of our rural popula- 
tion. ‘Therefore, on this ground of 
want of more means—for these teachers 
are very poorly paid ; indeed, the 
reason they are employed is that they 





any additional money given for this pur- 


/pose will be well administered. I haye 
/in my hands the report of my association, 


can be got so cheap—lI venture to appeal | 
to the noble Duke to consider as favour- | 


ably as possible this application. If he | 
does entertain it he may rest assured that | 


The Bishop of Hereford. 


and I cannot but feel that it will be satis. 
factory for your Lordships to know how 
the Special Aid Grant which we have 
received has been spent. I find on look- 
ing at the matter that no less than 62 per 
cent. of the money that we receive has 
been spent on the improvement of the 
salaries of the teachers—to my mind the 
very best and most economical way of 
spending such money, Then I find that 
30 per cent. of this money has been 
spent on the improvement of furniture, 
books, apparatus, buildings, playgrounds, 
and the sanitary arrangement of the 
schools. So that on the whole sum that 
we have received under the Special Aid 
Grant something like 92 per cent. has 
been expended on these most excellent 
improvements. That | cannot but hope 
the noble Duke will consider gives us 
some claim for any additional help which 
he feels able to bestow upon us. But, my 
Lords, having said so much, I am bound 
to say that, looking to the facts of the 
ease, | should not envy the noble Duke if 
he were to take away from the urban 
districts—from my brother of Manchester 
and others—the money which has been 
allocated to them. It is a_ task 
which I hope he may be able 
to accomplish, but from which I 
should shrink. I am bound also to eon- 
fess, having some knowledge of town 
schvols as weil as rural schools, that many 
of our urban schools are no Jess necessitous 
than those in the country. For myself, if 
I may be permitted to add a word or two, 
T must acknowledge that I Juok to other 
sources of help rather than to an addi- 
tional share of the Special Aid Grant. In 
this connection I think it right that, as 
representing the schools in my district, I 
should express my gratitude to the noble 
Duke for having given us the prospect of 
additional help through the proposed 
block grant. It must not be forgotten 
that the working of that proposed 
method of the block grant, so far 
as I have been able to investigate, 
and as I understand it, is likely to bring 
very substantial additional assistance to 
our country schools. I have taken occa- 
sion to look into two or three of our 
typical schools and see what will be 
the probable effect of the new block 


grant, and I find that, taking one of our 


weak schools—and I am sorry to say that 
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we have a great many of them, just as | 


they have in Lincolnshire—I find it is a 
reasonable expectation that a school which 
has been receiving a grant of between £29 
and £30 per annum will receive £33, 
so that that school will receive an advan- 
tage of something like 12 per cent. But 
turning to another school, of which we have 
a much larger proportion, that is the fair 
average country school—somewhat small 
—J find that such a school which has re- 
ceived £59 or £60 in the way of grants 
will probably receive over £70. For that 
addition we are very grateful. There is 
there are not so 
many of them as we should all like to see 
—and that is the really good school. 
Now, the really good school in my dis- 
trict will hardly profit at all by the block 
grant system, A. school which is receiv- 
ing, perhaps, £240 or £245 per annum 
will be likely to lose about £5 per annum, 
and that, if [ may venture to say so,is one 
of the defects of the proposed change to 
the block grant, that it does not give so 
much assistance and encouragement as | 
think they deserve to the best class of 
schools. One cannot help thinking 
that in every educational reform it is 


another class of school 


desirable to encourage the highest 
aud best schools, and this change, 
unless it can be in some way 
amended, will, I fear, rather tend to 


lower the standard of education in some 
respects than to raise it. I find that the 
block grant has been received by the 
teaching profession with acclamation, and 
[am not surprised, because teachers are 
human like other people. The best 
teachers welcome it because it will give 
them more liberty to teach in the best 
way, and the other teachers welcome it 
because it gives them more freedom from 
minute regulation. I am afraid that under 
thatsystemsomeslacknessmay eomein, and 
individual children may be neglected, and 
the education may not advance in conse- 
quence as the noble Duke would desire. 
Therefore I hope some special care may 
be taken as to the instructions issued 
to the inspectors in order that this 
system may not do some harm as against 
the direct financial good that it will do. 
But, my Lords, there is still another point 
that I desire to urge upon the noble 
Duke in connection with this matter, and 
that is that he may give us in our best 
country schools very material assistance 
if he will make the new higher education 


minute apply to our good country schools. 


{24 JuLy 1900} 
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If it is simply to apply to a separate 
school, such as a higher grade school in a 
town where it is not always very welcome, 
then it will be almost entirely inoperative 
in a diocese like mine and will do 
practically no good, but if it could be 
extended so that in any good, effi- 
cient elementary country school the 
managers might be at liberty to 
add a higher elementary top, that would 
be a great boon to us in the country and 
a great assistance to our rural education. 
My Lords, there is just one other remark 
I may venture to make, and that is that 
while we are grateful for the additional 
assistance given us under the block grant, 
while we shall be grateful if we can have 
more of the Special Aid Grant, I have 
the profound conviction that we shall 
never be able to put our rural schools on 
a satisfactory basis, or to give the chil- 
dren of our rural population the sort of 
education that we ought to give them 
until Her Majesty’s Government can 
devise some means of putting our parish 
schools under public management. I 
cannot but hope that this may be done, 
that the noble Duke may before long see 
his way to do it by introducing some 
Bill which will enable the managers of 
Voluntary schools to approach, let us say, 
the parish council, with a view to a 
parish education committee, all religious 
education to be reasonably safeguarded. 
On that parish education committee, of 
course, the parish council should have the 
majority of managers, the other managers 
being representatives of the trustees of 
the school and the parents of the chil- 
dren. In that case the parish would 
have power to levy a rate, and so to give 
that adequate financial support to our 
rural schools of which they are in such 
sore need in many districts. 


Tut Duke or DEVONSHIRE: My 
Lords, I think it is scarcely necessary or 
desirable that I should attempt to follow 
the right rev. Prelate into a discussion of 
the effect of the 
the block grant in the new Code, or as 
to the future development of higher 
elementary schools. The suggestions 
which the right rev. Prelate made are 
no doubt important and well deserve full 
consideration, but Ido not think probably 
it would be convenient to your Lordships 
that I should follow him into that part of 
the subject at present. My Lords, I am 


provisions as to 
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somewhat at a loss to understand what 
object my noble friend who has brought 
forward this resolution had in moving for 
a Return, and in giving us the calculations 
which he has founded upon it. 
have told my noble friend without any 
Return and without any calculations that 
when the Special Aid Grant is divided 
between urban and_ rural 
the respective proportions of 5s. 9d. and 
3s. 3d. the districts which contain a large 


number of urban schools would gain a 


great deal more than districts which con- 
tain a large number of rural schools. My 
noble friend’s contention is that which I 
believe he has always consistently main- 
tained. He objects to the discrimination. 
But it was not necessary to produce a 
very elaborate array of figures in order 


to show that the discrimination which | 
was provided for in the Act, and which | 


has been put into effect by the Board of 
Edueation would have the effect which it 
has had. That effect could have been 
caleulated with considerable 
beforehand. The noble 


the experiment had failed. If by failure 


he means that in consequence of the dis- | 
Il | 


crimination various districts have received 
various amounts, failure wasinevitable ; but 
[do not know in what way failureis proved, 
because, in our opinion, the discrimina- 
tion has had mainly the effect which it 
was intended to have, and has given the 
greater share of the grant to what we 
believe to be the most necessitous cases. 
The reasons which induced Parliament 
and the Department to make this dis- 
crimination were shortly these: In the 
first place the rural districts generally had 
gained and urban districts had lost 
through the operation of the Fee Grant, 
inasmuch as in urban districts fees for 
1891 were in excess of 10s., and in rural 
districts they were considerably under 
10s. 
‘of the well-to-do classes in the main- 
tenance of Voluntary schools is generally 
greater in the rural than in the urban 
districts; the power to raise volun- 
tary contributions being greater, the 
need for further assistance is less. 
In the next place special provision 
is made for the most necessitous 
schools in rural districts under Articles 
104 and 105 of the Code. I may say a 
word upon that subject by-and-by. In 
the next place the cost of living and 
theretore the amount paid for salaries is 
higher in the urban than in the rural dis- 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 


| tricts. It may also be added that in rural 


I could | 


schools in| 


accuracy | 
Lord said that | 


In the next place the local interest | 
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| districts the proportion of schools which 
| possess liberal endowments, and are there- 
fore not necessitous, is greater than in 
urban districts. Presumably in urban 
districts new endowments have not kept 
pace with the growth of population. The 
experience of the past three years has 
on the whole justified the conclusions 
| which we drew from these facts. The 
rates of Aid Grant for town and 
country schools were fixed so as to secure 
as nearly as possible that the actual allot- 
ment of aid grant to the several azsocia- 
tions should range from 4s. to 5s. 6d. per 
head. Now, my Lords, I refer to 
Articles 104 and 105 of the Code, which 
| are articles which provide for schools in 
| districts of very small population. The 
small schools in the Norwich Association 
(which is one of those which apparently 
receive a very low rate from the Special 
| Aid Grant) received £3,930 under these 
articles, or 1s. 5d. per head on the atten- 
dance of all schools in the association. In 
the Sudbury Association they received 
£1,285, or nearly 2s. per head. In the Lin- 
colnshire Association (the case of which my 
noble friend has brought forward) they re- 
ceived £4,105, or 1s. 10}d. per head. In 
contrast with these figures, the schools 
of the London Diocesan Association re- 
ceived £35, or an infinitesimal fraction of 
a penny per head, and those of the Man- 
chester Association received £395, or a 
trifle overa halfpenny per head. I think 
I have only to add that the Right Rev. 
Prelate who has just spoken was also per- 
fectly right in saying that the new pro- 
vision for a Block Grant would be a con- 
siderable assistance to schools in the rural 
districts. Therefore, whatever case my 
noble friend may have had previously to 
the introduction of that change, his case 
is somewhat weaker than it was. My 
Lords, I quite admit that a larger 


amount of assistance would be very 
acceptable, and probably would be 
‘admirably expended, if it were i 


our power to give it to rural schools, 
which in many districts are no doubt ex- 
tremely necessitous, but, as the right rev. 
Prelate said just now, we could only do 
this at the expense of other schools which 
we believe to be still more necessitous, 
and therefore, for the present at all events, 
and until we see reason from further ex- 
perience, I cannot hold out any hope that 
we shall be likely to alter the rates which 
the present Code has fixed. 
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Lorp HENEAGE: I beg leave to 


withdraw the motion. 


Motion, by leave of che House, with- | 
drawn. 


INEBRIATES AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL [H.L.}. 
Order of Friday last, for printing of | 
Commons Amendment, discharged. 


House adjourned at a five minutes 
past Seven of the clock, to 
Thursday next, at half past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 24th July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in| 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 

Midland Great Western Railway of 

Treland Bill [ Lords. | 

_ Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 

time. 

STANDING COMMITTEE ON LAW, ETC. 
Ordered, That the Standing Committee 

on Law, ete., have leave to sit this day 

during the Sitting of the House.—(J/r. | 

T. W. Russell.) 

BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


Lords Amendment to Commons Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


GREAT NURTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


LY 1900} 


SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION 
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ROTHERHAM .CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


Business. 


GLASGOW BUILDING REGULATIONS 

BILL [ Lords]. 

As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments. 


BILL 
[Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


MOTHERWELL AND BELLSHILL RAIL- 
WAY BILL [Lords] (BY ORDER). 

As amended, considered. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. Cald- 
well.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


PROVISIONAL 
(LONDON) 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time To-morrow. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [Lords]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL { Lords}. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL 
{Lords}. 
Reported, without amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time. 


ROE’S PATENT BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without amendment ; Report 


Lords Amendments considered, and , t© lie upon the Table. 


] 


agreed to, 


Bill to be read the third time. 
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SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. | 


WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [Lords]. 


(Juestions. 


SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL 
| Lords}. 


IPSWICH CORPORATION 
BILL [Lords]. 


TRAMWAYS 


BUENOS AYRES AND ROSARIO RAIL- 
WAY BILL [Lords], 
Reported with Amendments ; Reports 


to lie upon the Table, and to be priated. 


RAILWAY COMPANY 


pare “pet 
{Li | Lords}. 


COSTA RICA 
B 


amendment ; Re- 
Table, and to be 


Reported, without 
ports to lie upon the 


printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE 
That they have agreed to--London 
(St. Luke) Provisional Order Bill, London 
(Southwark) Provisional Order Bill, with- 
out amendment. 

That they have agreed to—sSouth 
Metropolitan Gas Bill, London and South 
Western Railway Bill, Aberdeen Cor- 
poration Tramways Bill, Great Western 
Railway Bill, with Amendments. 

That they have agreed to Amendments 
to—Edinburgh Corporation Bill [Lords], 
Mersey Railway Bill {Lords}, Rawmarsh 
Urban District Council (Tramways) Biil 
[Lords], without amendment. 


LORDS. 


PETITIONS. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Truro and 
East Bristol ; to lie upon the Table. 
SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 

BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Hastings and 

Battle ; to lie upon the Table. 


tETURNS, LEPOLTS, ETC. 
SHEBEENS [IN TOWNS ({RELAND). 
Return [presented 23rd July] to be 
printed. [No. 295.] 





{COMMONS} 








Questions. 

POLICE ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented, of correspondence 
relative to the refusal of the Secretary of 
State’s Certificate under Section 17 (2) of 
the Act to the River Tyne Police Foree, 
for the year ended 29th September, 1899 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
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QUEEN’S COLLEGE (BELFAST). 
Copy presented, of Annual Report. of 
the President for the Session 1899-1900 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY. 

Copy presented, of Statement of Stores 
transferred from Navy to Land Service 
for South Africa up to 3lst December, 
1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LOCAL 
TIES (WAGES). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 9th April; Sir Charles Ditke} ; 
to hie upon the table, and to be printed, 


[No. 296. | 


CONTRACTS FOR AUTHORI- 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), 
matic and 
No. 
upon the 


Copy presented, of Dip 
Consular Reports, Annual 
2484 [by Command] ; to fic 
Table. 

TREATY SERIES (No. 15, 

Copy presented, of Convention between 
the United Kingdom and Uruguay, re 
newing the Treaty of Friendship, Com- 
merce, and Navigation of 13th November, 
1885. Signed at Monte Video, 15th 
July, 1899. Ratifications exchanged at 
Monte Video, 9th Jure, 1900 [by Com- 
mand]; to le upon the ‘Table. 


Series, 


1900). 


NATAL ESPONDENCE. 
Return presente d, relative thereto [ Ad- 
dress 9th July ; Cupiaiw Sincluir|; to lie 
upon the Table. 


CORK 


QUESTIONS. 
CHINA —BRITISH REPRESENTATION 
—CONSUL GENERAL WAK&REN. 
Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


for Foreign Affairs whether, in view of 


the fact that the centre of European 
authority is now transferred to Shanghai, 
Her Majesty’s Government see any ob 
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jection to the immediate appointment of 
Mr. Pelham 
d’Affaires in China. 


*Toe UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): As I 
stated on the 20th instant, Mr. Warren 
has full powers to take all necessary 
action, but it is not considered desirable 
in the present state of atfxirs to make the 
change suggested by the question. 


Sim EDWARD SASSOON : Might not 
the appointment be made as a temporary 
measure ? 

The question was not answered. 
EXPORTS OF MUNITIONS OF WAR 
TO CHINA, 

CotonEL PILKINGTON (Laneashire, 
Newton): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the Government have come to any decision 
with regard to stopping the export of 
arms and ammunition from this country 
to China for the use of the Chinese ; and, 
if so, whether he will communicate the 
nature of such decision to the House ; 
and whether any ironclads, torpedo boats, 
or other vessels of war are now being con- 
structed for the Chinese by British firms, 
or are in course of transit from British 
builders to the Chinese ; and, if so, 
whether the Government intend to stop 
these vessels, either on the water or in 

the building yards. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : In reply to the first 
portion of the question the Bill announced 
by the First Lord of the Treasury in reply 
to the hon. Member for East Mayo, on 
Friday last, was introduced in another 
place on that day, and was read a second 
time yesterday. No ironclads, torpedo 
hoats, or other vessels of war are now 
being constructed for the Chinese by 
British firms in this country. None are 
in transit from British builders to the 
Chinese. So far as is known none are 


under orders from China to be built in 


the United Kingdom. 


RECENT NEWS FROM CHINA. 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Is there any news from China ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Tam afraid we have 
no fresh news to communicate. 


{24 Juty 1900} 


Warren, acting Charge | 
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Questions. 


SOUTH AFRICAN 
AND MEDICAL 
INQUIRY. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): [ beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the persons appointed 
to report on the arrangements for the 
care and treatment of the sick and 
wounded in South Africa will have any, 
and what, powers to enforce the attend- 
ance of witnesses, to examine witnesses 
on oath, and to compel the production of 
documents ; and, how it is proposed to 
protect witnesses who give evidence ; and 
whether, with a view to extend to 
witnesses the protection afforded by The 
Witnesses (Public Inquiries) Protection 
Act, 1892, he will consider the propriety 
of holding the proposed inquiry under 
the authority of a Royal Commission. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
K.): As the hon. Member is probably 
aware, there is no power under any form 
of Commission other than a Statutory 
Commission to take evidence on oath. 
This Commission, like all Commissions 
not directly appointed by Parliament, 
will therefore be without that power. I 
understand that the of the 


WAR—HOSPITAL 
ARRANGEMENTS 


chairman 
Commission has already made public the 
very elaborate precautions which the 
Commission propose to take for the pro- 
tection of witnesses, and I doubt whether 
any statute would give a protection so 
absolute. At the same time, as Parlia- 
ment has passed a statute protecting 
witnesses before Royal Comimissions—-a 


protection which does not exzend to 
commissions otherwise appointed—this 
Commission will be made a Royal 


Commission. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Will the Commission have compulsory 
powers to insist on bringing witnesses 
before them ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
stated that no Commission not appointed 
by Parliament except one appointed by 
statute has those compulsory powers. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: T 


mission is a farce. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (Westmin- 
ster): Has a Royal Commission which 
derives its authority from the executive 
power of the Crown not those compulsory 
powers ? 


his Com- 
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Questions. 


have twice said so. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : Then I) 
will ask the right hon. Gentleman another , 
question. I admit that it is rather a long 
question, but it can be briefly answered. 
In cases of Regular soldiers who believe 
that they will be marked men and would 
be ruined for life, and, therefore, will not 
speak; in the case of _more humble 
people in some kind of active employment 
in connection with the Army Medical 
Department who have the same feeling 
and, therefore, will not speak ; in the case 
of civilian surgeons in the employment of 
the Army Medical Department and de- 
pendent for their daily livelihood on the 
continuance of that employment and 
therefore wil] not speak ; and in the case 
of civilian doctors 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is really delivering a speech 
and an argument. An answer has been 
given to the question, but the hon. Mem- | 
ber is now proceeding to point out a 
number of cases in which he considers 
that witnesses require protection. If 
more information is required he should 
give notice of the question. 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; I 
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tenant Tossel, of the Transvaal Police, 
and Mr. Solomon Gillingham have been 
condemned to death in Pretoria for 
alleged complicity in a plot to blow up 
the magazine ; and whether he can say if 
Mr. Gillingham holds military rank in the 
Republican Army, or what is his oceupa- 
tion ; when the trial took place ; before 
what tribunal ; what was the evidence of 
guilt ; when the sentence is to be carried 
into effect ; and in what manner. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Wynpnam, 
Dover): There is no information at the 
War Office in regard to the matter 
referred to in the question, and it is not 
proposed to make any inquiry. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Will the 
hon. Gentleman inquire if the War Office 
have received any intimation that it is 
the intention of the Boer military authori- 
ties to shoot some important prisoners 
they hold—among them two Irish lords 
—if these men are put to death ? 





BOER WOMEN SENT TO ENEMY’S 
sINES. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mid): I 
beg to ask the UnderSecretary of State 


‘for War whether the wives of all Boers 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : I had no 
intention of making a speech, I was only 
enumerating certain cases with regard to 
which I desired to ask a question. I 
will, however, stop the enumeration and 
will ask the right hon. Gentleman how, 
with regard to all those cases of people 
dependent on their employment for their 
existence, he proposes to obtain such 
important evidence without compulsory 
powers, and whether he proposes to give 
the witnesses protection ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In my opinion 
the question conveys a perfectly un- 
merited insult upon persons who do not 
deserve it at his hands or anybody else’s. 
If the hon. Gentlerian will wait until he 
sees in print the statement made by Lord 


Justice Romer this morning, he will see > 


what precautions have been taken by the 
Commission 
PRETORIA— 


BOER PRISONERS AT 


ATTEMPT TO BLOW UP MAGAZINE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he will inquire whether Lieu- 


now alleged to be fighting are ordered to 
report themselves in order that they may 
be sent into the enemy’s lines ; and, if so, 
can he give the reason for this order. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM.: No information on 
this matter has reached the War Office. 


Sirk WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): Will the hon. 
Gentleman make inquiry ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I see no cause for 


inquiry. 


Dr. TANNER: I will put a question 


again next Tuesday. 


DOCTORS AND NURSES IN THE 
ORANGE RIVER COLONY. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
has any official information showing that, 
in consequence of the arrangements, cut 
of twenty-four nurses employed in the 
Orange River Colony, fourteen have 
succumbed ; and whether 100 more 
doctors and 200 nurses are now required, 
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and stores stacked at base are to be sent 
up to the front. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Eight nurses have 
died in South Africa. Lord Roberts has 
quite recently asked for twenty more 
surgeons and fifty nurses. These are 
being sent. It is usual for stores to be 
stacked at the base and sent up as 
required. 


ARTILLERY AMMUNITION SUPPLIES. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
what was the reserve of field and horse 
artillery in this country when the South 
African Republic declared war ; and how 
many rounds per gun were sent to South 
Africa with the Army Corps; and how 
many rounds per gun were sent with the 
batteries which went from India to 
Durban ; and whether, in order to make 
up the artillery ammunition required for 
the war, recourse was had to foreign 
manufacturers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In introducing a 
Supplementary Estimate on Friday, I 
propose to make a statement dealing 
with reserves of ammunition and other 
equipment. Perhaps the hon. Member 
will allow me to defer replying to him 
till then. 


INOCULATION AGAINST TYPHOID. 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
the Director General of the Army Medical 
Department, at the Indian Medical 
Service dinner on 14th June, stated that 
the results of inoculation for typhoid, 
while it afforded some protection against 
contracting the disease, rather increased 
the risk of death when contracted, but 
that this only applied to the men, as both 
the incidence and case mortality among 
officers appeared to be increased by inocu- 
lation ; and whether the recent. statistics 
of Professor Wright, of Netley, which 
show that both attacks and deaths from 
typhoid are seven times less in the inocu- 
lated than in the uninoculated, applied 
equally to officers and men separately. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no know- 
ledge of the statement attributed to the 
Director General of the Army Medical 
Department, and, as I have already 
explained to the House on more than 


{24 Juty 1900} 
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one occasion, the statistics at present 
available are not sufficient to enable me to 
give a satisfactory reply to the question. 


Questions. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
hon. Gentleman inquire of the Director 
General if he made the statement ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not in the 
habit of asking my friends what they say 
in after-dinner speeches. 


VOLUNTEERS AND GARRISON DUTY. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state to the House how 
many Volunteer regiments offered their 
services to the Government last winter 
for garrison duty, and whether any were 
asked to undertake it and were unable to 
do so. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No Volunteer 

corps has been asked to undertake garri- 
sou duty. Sixteen corps offered their 
services for various purposes in the 
course of last winter, but it was 
not found necessary to take ‘advantage 
of these patriotic offers. It is 
difficult to give an answer which will not 
mislead. Excepting regular garrison 
artillery at military ports, there are no 
fixed garrisons in this country so long as 
an attack on it is not apprehended. There 
isa certain amount of barrack accommo- 
dation, and that has been overcrowded 
since the beginning of the war. At this 
moment we have 50,000 more Regulars 
and Militia than we could accommodate 
in barracks when the camping season is 
over. So that it would have been impos- 
sible to accept offers from Volunteers for 
home service in the winter. 


SMALL ARM AMMUNITION SUPPLIES. 

Mr. FABER (York): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War, at 
the time when he stated that it was in- 
tended to use Mark IV. ammunition at 
foreign stations for practice purposes 
only, what was the amount of other ser- 
viceable small arms ammunition available 
in the country, and when the manufacture 
of Mark IL. ammunition was commenced. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 


will no doubt see that it is not 
expedient to give such information 
except in general terms. On _ the 


date mentioned — namely, 24th July, 
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1899, taking the authorised reserve at | 
400 rounds per manarmed witha rifle, 200 | 
rounds per man with carbine—infantry, 
maximum, 28,000; cavalry, maximum, | 
45,000—we had an excess of 7,000,000 
rounds above that reserve so calculated. 
In spite of the subsequent adoption of 
Mark V. and readoption of Mark IL, we 
have been able to secure an ample output 
from the factory to the trade. 


Ou stions. 


BORROWED BY 
FROM NAYY. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg toask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if he can state when the 
promised Return of warlike stores bor- 
rowed by the Army from the Navy will be 
laid upon the Table. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The preparation 
of this Return has been delayed in order 
to make it as complete as possible in the 
imperfect state of our information, but 
it will be laid on the Table to-night, and I 
hope that advance copies will be available 
this evening. 


STORES ARMY 


SOUTH DENES CAMP —SISTERS OF 
NAZARETH. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been called to the regula- 
tions issued by Colonel Brownrigg, in- 
specting the Volunteers on the South 
Denes, Yarmouth, forbidding the Sisters of 
Nazareth to collect pennies from the 
4,000 Volunteers now in camp ; whether 
Colonel Brownrigg has any authority for 
issuing such regulations: if he is aware 
that the sisterhood who were sent back 
are of the same order as that which was 
so highly commended for nursing the sick 
and wounded in South Africa; and_ if 
there were 1,000 Catholic Volunteers in 
the camp at the time. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must apologise to 
the hon. Member for having unintention- 
ally misinformed him in reply to his 
former question on this subject. I told 
him that the matter was within the com- 
petence of Colonel Brownrigg, and that 
the War Office did not interfere. I now 
learn that a circular was issued by the 
Adjutant General in October last, pro 
hibiting the practice of ladies entering | 
barracks for the purpose of collecting alms. 
It was under this order that Colonel 
Brownrigg acted, and he had, of course, | 
no option but to do so. | 





{COMMONS} 





Questions. 
SCHOOL ARMY 
SIONS—ETON. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether certain commissions for the 
Army have been allotted to the head 
master of Eton ; and will the recipients 
be allowed to pass without the usual com- 
petitive examination. 


1048 


PUBLIC COMMIS. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Nineteen commis. 
sions have been assigned to public schools, 
of which two have been allotted to Eton, 
The nominees will be treated like the 
other recipients of direct commissions, 
and will not be required to pass a com- 
petitive examination. 


Mayor RASCH: What is the reason 
for this extraordinary preference ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I pointed out some 

time ago that all those who received 
direct commissions were to be twenty 
years of age. I announced that twenty 
commissions would be given to public 
schools, and as a matter of fact nineteen 
have been given. 


Ist VOLUNTEER BATTALION LEICEs- 
TERS—SUPPLY OF RIFLES. 

Mason RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
he is aware that the Ist Volunteer Bat- 
talion Leicesters is 1,560 strong, that they 
have only (19th July) five rifles to six 
men, and that they indented for 230 on 
5th June, twenty-one on 12th June, and 
fifty on 12th July, aud were informed 
that none were available; and whether, 
as they go into camp on Salisbury Plain, 
5th August, and must have the arms to 
earn the additional grant, the War Office 
will consider the propriety of supplying 
them. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This battalion has 
up to date demanded 261 rifles, and these 


17th 


were sent from Weedon on the 

Instant. 

THE CHANNEL AND MEDITER- 
RANEAN FLEETS. 


*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether Returns are furnished 
by the Admirals commanding the Channel 
and Mediterranean Fleets showing the 
time spent in harbour, the time spent at 
sea, the duration and nature of evolutions 
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practised at sea, the state of the weather 
revailing during such evolutions, and all 
sich information as may be necessary to 
enable the Admiralty to record and judge 
the nature and extent of opportunities 
gven for the sea-training of officers and 
men of these fleets ; and, if so, are such 
Returns furnished quarterly or half- 
yearly. 





Tue FIRST LORD or THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The Returns and 
reports furnished by Admirals in com- 
mand of squadrons, together with the 
programmes of their proposed movements 
which are submitted for approval, are 
sich as to enable the Admiralty to judge 
of the nature and extent of the cruises 
taken by them, and of the opportunities 
for sea-training to the oflicers and men 
aforded by them. Some of these Returns 
are quarterly, but reports of proceedings 
are received at shorter intervals. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.) : | 
May Lask whether it is not a fact that | 


the time spent at sea has heen singularly 
short in the last two years ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : No, Sir. 


NAVAL COURTS MARTIAL—LAW OF 
EVIDENCE, 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether, in fulfilment of his pro- 
mise, he has consulted the Lords of the 
Admiralty as to extending the provisions 
of the Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, to 
naval courts martial, and with what 
result. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes, Sir; steps will 
be taken to extend the provisions of the 
Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, to naval 
courts martial, 


PORT GUARDSHIP FOR THE MERSEY 
—RECRUITING. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange). I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether he has 
considered the desirability of placing a 
port guardship in the Mersey ; or, if that 
course is impracticable, of arranging for 
the more frequent visit of one or more of 
Her Majesty’s ships to the port of Liver- 
pool; and whether, having regard to the 
efforts made locally to arouse public 


VOL. LXXXVI. [Fourrti Sertrs.] 
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interest in the Navy, and to the number 
of respectable lads who might volunteer 
for the service if the opportunity were 
afforded to them, it would be possible to 
provide some further facilities for the 
enlistment and training of recruits for the 
Royal Navy or Royal Naval Reserve. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: In 1884 the port 
guardship was removed to Holyhead, as 
the Mersey was found an_ unsuitable 
anchorage on account of the strong tides 
and crowded state of the river and great 
steamer traffic ; boat work was difficult, 
and collisions took place with passing 
steamers. For these reasons it is not 
contemplated to again place a ship in the 
Mersey. The “Northampton” visits 
Liverpool occasionally for recruiting pur- 
poses, and will most likely do so again 
next year. Her last visit was in 1897. 
With reference to the last paragraph of 
the hon. Gentleman’s question, recruit- 
ing at Liverpool has been quite up to the 
mark as compared with other recruiting 
centres. 


NORTHERN TERRITORY 
AUSTRALIA. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the administration of the 
Northern Territory by South Australia 
is of a permanent or temporary character ; 
what rights, if any, in this territory are 
still retained by the Imperial Govern- 
ment; and in what relation will the 
Northern Territory stand towards the 
Government of the Australian Common- 
wealth. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The Northern Terri- 
tory was annexed to South Australia by 
Letters Patent in 1863, Her Majesty re- 
serving full right to revoke or amend 
these Letters Patent. So long as these 
remain unaltered the territory is an 
integral part of the colony. The Imperial 
Gsovernment have exactly the same rights 
in the Northern Territory as in any other 
part of the colony, which will enter the 
Commonwealth as a whole, and will stand 
in the same relation to the Government 
of the Commonwealth as the rest of the 
colony. 


OF 


TONGA PROTECTORATE. 


Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
es 
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is now in receipt of detailed official 
information concerning the circumstances 
under which a protectorate over Tonga | 
was proclaimed ; and, if so, whether such | 
information shows that no protectorate 
flag was hoisted and no reply given by 
the Tongan Government to the salute of | 
twenty-one guns fired from H.M.S. 
“ Porpoise.” 


Questions. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Mr. Thom- 
son’s report has been received and is now | 
under consideration. I do not under- 
stand what is meant by a protectorate 
fiag. The British flag is not hoisted 
when a protectorate is proclaimed, but 
only when a country is taken possession 
of by Her Majesty. I am not aware that 
the circumstances in which the salute was 
fired by Her Majesty’s ship “ Porpoise ” | 
were such as to call for a reply from the | 
Tonga Government. I may state, how- 
ever, that in accordance with the usual | 
practice in protectorates the British flag | 
was hoisted by the Tongan Government | 
alongside the Tongan flag on Her) 
Majesty’s birthday, and duly saluted with | 
twenty-one guns. 


INDIAN FAMINE—PRIVATE CHARITY. 
Sm WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banfishire): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether, with a view to 
stimulate liberality in subscriptions to the 
Indian Famine Fund, he will, by a de- 
tailed statement, make clear to the public 
what branches of relief are undertaken 
by the Indian Government and what 
branches are dependent upon private 
charity ; and whether he can give a rough 
estimate of the total expenditure required 
from the Government of India and from 
private charity respectively in order to 
deal suitably with the present calamity. 





THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): If the hon. Baronet will read any 
of the statements which I have sent to the 
Lord Mayor, or the various published 
letters I have written to the different or- 
ganisations who have been, and are collect- 
ing funds for the Indian Charitable Famine 
Fund, he will there find clearly stated the 
branches of relief work undertaken by the 
Government and the subsidiary spheres 
of work reserved forcharity. As regards 
the second question, the hon. Baronet will 
perhaps allow me to reserve till Thursday 
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the general and detailed statement I shall 
be ready to make upon the famine 
expenditure. 


CANADA AND THE INDIAN FAMINE 

Sm WILLIAM WEDDERBURY. 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he is aware that in April 
last several Members of the Canadian 
House of Commons urged the Colonial 
Government to make a substantial grant 
to the Indian famine fund; and that the 
Premier, in reply, announced that the 
Government was in communication with 
the Home authorities on the subject ; and 


whether he can state what was the result 
| of this communication. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes: Ihave | 


seen the report of the discussion to which 
the hon. Member refers. I have not yet, 
however, received any communiceatio 
from the Dominion Government on th 
subject. 


RANGOON OUTRAGE 
THE ROYAL WEST 
MENT. 

Sir LEWIS M‘IVER (Edinburgh, W)): 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State fa 

India whether Brigadier General Rolland 

was removed from his command as Briga- 

dier on the ground of alleged apathy and 
inaction in what is known as the Royal 

West Kent Regiment case; and, if so, 

whether the Secretary of State can name 

any specific act or omission on the partof 

Colonel Rolland justifying this charge: 

and whether he can state anything in the 

matter which Colonel Roiland could have 
done,or ought to. have done, and which bh 
failed to do. 


COMMAND OF 
KENT REGI. 


Lord G. HAMILTON: The ground 
upon which Colonel Kolland was removel 
from his command in connection with the 
gross outrage committed at Rangoon in 
April, 1899, was that, being in immediat 
command at Rangoon, and primarily re 
sponsible for discipline at the station, he 
showed an apathy and inaction whieh 
conduced to a miscarriage of justice. Hi 
case was most carefully considered by the 
Commander in Chief in India, by the 
Government of India, and by myself in 
Council; and, in allowing Colonel Rolland 
to remain in the Service, I adopted the 
most lenient course that was open to me 
under the circumstances. 
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FIELD BATTERIES IN INDIA. 


*§r CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether no 
such decision, tending to the reduction of 
guns in heavy field batteries in India, has 
been taken, as is suggested in the Blue- 
book containing the financial statement 
and debate in the Viceroy’s Council, re- 
cently laid before Parliament. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The question 
of the conversion of four heavy field bat- 
teries of four guns each into two howitzer 
batteries of six guns each is inseparably 
connected with other large questions of 
artillery organisation which are under 
consideration in communication with the 
War Office, and it has not yet been 
decided. 


HOMES FOR 
CHILDREN. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether the Lambeth Guar- 
dians have accepted the suggestion of the 
Board to establish a receiving home for 
pauper children ; and, if not, whether the 
Board are prepared to insist upon their 
proposal being carried out. 


RECEIVING PAUPER 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERN MENT BOARD (Mr. CHapttin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The guardians 
have not yet accepted the suggestion 
made by the Local Government Board in 
this matter, and the Board are still in 
communication with them on the subject. 


FEEBLE-MINDED PAUPERS. 

Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Local Government Board 
whether he is able to comply with the 
request contained in the memorial pre- 
sented to him by the Association for 
Promoting the Welfare of the Feeble- 
Minded, and will cause an inquiry to be 
held as to the number and condition of 
feeble-minded paupers, not certifiable as 
lunatics. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: This matter is re- 
ceiving my consideration, and I propose 
in the first instance to endeavour to 
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WANDSWORTH GUARDIANS AND 
DESERTED CHILDREN. 

Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the 
| President of the Local Government 
Board if his attention has been drawn to 
‘the issue of a public notice by the 
Wandsworth Board of Guardians, in 
which a free pardon was offered to the 
parents of some 300 children who should 


(Questions. 


reclaim them on a given date; can he 
state whether the issue of such notice 


was sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board ; and, whether they have addressed 
any communication to the guardians on 
the matter. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I have made inquiry 
on this subject, and I am informed that 
a committee of the guardians, in going 
through the list of children chargeable to 
the Union, found that there were between 
two and three hundred cases in which 
the parents had been lost sight of, and in 
very few of which the guardians could 
prove desertion or take any proceedings. 
The notice is stated to have been issued 
for the purpose of inviting parents, who 
had left their children for years, to call 
on the guardians and arrange to take 
their children away. In _ consequence 
of the notice about thirty children were 
handed over to their parents. No sanction 
to the notice was given by the Local 
Government Board. The notice appears 
to me to have been open to objection, 
and a letter has been sent to the 
guardians pointing this out, and stating 
that in the opinion of the Board the 
practice of issuing such a notice should be 
discontinued. 


TUBERCULOSIS IN WEST CHESHIRE. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, whether he is aware 
that at a recent meeting of the North- 
wich Rural Councila communication was 
received from the county medical officer 
of health, Dr. Vacher, stating that he was 
informed by the medical officer of health 
for Manchester that a cow with a tuber- 
culosis udder had been found on a farm 


‘in West Cheshire ; shat Dr. Nevin wrote 


obtain from the guardians information : 
with respect to the number and condition 
of persons of the elass referred to who 
are in workhouses, 


to Dr. Vacher advising to isolate the in- 
fected cow, to dry her at once, and have 
her fed for slaughter ; whether the Local 
Government Board have sanctioned such 
a system; and whether he is aware that 
Dr. Vacher, in conjunction with the late 
Inspector Wagstaffe, inaugurated and 
3? 3 
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carried out a series of tuberculosis pro-| not yet been complied with; and what 
secutions in Birkenhead. reasons are assigned by the managers for 
their non-compliance. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: The facts appear to 
be substantially as stated in the first} Sir J. GORST: Notice of this ques- 
paragraph of the question. The cow, | tion was only received this morning, and 
however, was not sold, but was destroyed | I have not yet been able to obtain the 
by the farmer. The answer tothe second | information. 
paragraph of the question is in the nega- | 
tive. Dr. Vacher, before becoming ¢ ounty 
medical officer was medical officer of | ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
health for Birkenhead, and I am informed | of Council on Education whether he is 
that during this period the Birkenhead | aware that, on the 11th of April last, the 
Town Council, as advised by him, | Rev. Canon Thomas, one of the managers 
arranged for a "much more thorough in- | of the Holyhead National School, called 
spection of meat intended for the food of | Nellie Roberts and another pupil teacher 
man than had previously been attempted, | before him, in the presence of the head 
and appointed Mr. Wagstaffe to give his | teachers ; and after inquiring of each if 
whole time to the work. Dr. Vacher | they were = to attend the services 
appears, however, to have had nothing to | of the Church of E ngland and to assist 
do with the prese nt case, except to inform in the Sunday School, ‘and being answered 
the Northwich Rural District Council of | by the first —: sly and by the second 
the communication he had received from | affirmatively, that he proceeded to sign 
Dr. Nevin. the memorandum of agreement of the 

|latter and informed Nellie Roberts that 

WIMBLEDON—PROPOSED SCHOOL he would leave her agreement unsigned 

BOARD. |for a time, so as to give her an oppor- 

Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg to | tunity of deciding whether she would 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee | comply with his demands that she should 
of Council on Education whether the | fenounce her Nonconformi ty ; and will 
Education Department has received the | he cause inquiry to be made in this 
resolution adopted by the ratepayers of | | case. 

Wimbledon on 9th, July, as sking for a} ; aaa 5 shea - 
school board for the parish ; and whether | Sir J. GORST: The Board of Educa- 
an order for the election has been issued ; | tion have no control over the conditions 
if not, when it will be issued. 'in respect of religion under which pupil 
teachers are engaged. But I will i- 

Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF re | quire into the ‘allegations of the hon. 

COMMITTEE or COUNCIL ox EDU- | Member. 

CATION (sir J. Gorst, Cambridge | 

University): The answer to the first} Mr. ELLIS J. GRIFFITH: I beg to 
paragraph is in the affirmative. The | ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
order for election has not yet been issued. | of Council on Education, whether he is 





Mr. ELLIS J. GRIFFITH: I beg to 





The matter is still under consideration. | aware that the managers of the Holy- 
| head National School habitually bring 


HOLYHEAD NATIONAL SCHUOL— | pressure to bear upon all their teachers to 
RELIGIOUS FREEDOM OF TEACHERS. | attend Church of England services and 

Mr. ELLIS J. GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : ‘to be confirmed, and that out of nine 
I beg to ask the Vice Pr esident of the | Nonconformists employed at the school 
Committee of Council on Education | seven have been obliged to comply with 
whether his attention has been called to | these demands, although the parents are 
the fact that repeated demands have been | Nonconformists, and that this is the only 
made by the Education Department upon | school available for a Nonconformist dis 
the managers of the Holyhead National | trict ; and whether, seeing that repeated 
School that they should sign the memo- | applications by the Holyhe: id School 
randum of agreement of Nellie Roberts, | Board to be allowed to build a school have 
a pupil teacher at the infants’ de ‘part- | been refused, and that the National 
ment of that school, but that, although | schoolis generally overcrowded, he will 
she has been a recognised pupil teacher | state what steps the Board of Education 
for over three years, these demands have | will take in this matter. 
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Sm J. GORST 
tion have no power to interfere in a 
matter of this kind. I will inquire into 
the matter referred to in the second 
paragraph. 


Mr. ELLIS J. GRIFFITH: I beg to 
ask the Vice President of the Committee 
of Council on Edueation whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
nearly all the pupil teachers in the Holy- 
head National School are paid one shilling 
per week less than the ype agreed 
upon by the managers and _ specified in 
their memoranda of agreement ; and what 
measures the Board of Education intend 
taking to enforce the proper carrying out 
of Clauses 1 and 3 of the memorandum 
of agreement. 


Sir J. GORST: No complaint of the 
non-fulfilment by the managers of the 
Holyhead National School of the condi- 
tions of their agreement with pupil 
teachers has, so far as I know, reached 
the Board of Education. If such com- 
plaint were made it would at once be 
inquired into. 


SCIENCE AND ART INSTRUCTION IN 
LONDON BOARD SCHOOLS. 
Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Hertfordshire, 


Hertford): [beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether he is aware that 
numerous nominally in publie 
elementary schools under the London 
School Board, who receive instruction 
exclusively under the regulations of the 
Science and Art Directory and not under 
the Code, have their attendances registered 
both on the registers of the Science and 
Art Department and in duplicate on the 
attendance books of the public elemen- 
tary schools; and that this duplicate 
registration brings the cost of the in- 
struction so given to science and art 
scholars into the accounts of the ordin: ary 
elementary s chool, and thus causes it to 
be paid for out of the School Board rate 
levied for elementary education only; 
and whether, seeing that this registration 
of science and art scholars on the books 
of the public elementary school is pro- 
hibited hy Clause 18 of the Science and 
Art Directory, he will state what steps he 


scholars 


The Board of Educa- | 


{24 JuLy 1900} 


has taken or proposes to take in the 


matter. 


The answer to the | 


The | 


Sm J. GORS’ 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
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Board of Education have refused to pay 
Science and Art Grants in respect of any 
scholar registered in the manner de- 
scribed. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL: Does my right 
hon. friend mean that the officials of the 
Board of Education have been sustaining 
what I cannot but describe as a serious 
public fraud 7 


GENERAL POST OFFICE—REMOVAL 
TO MOUNT PLEASANT—OVERTIME 
ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
inaster General, if the London postmen 
whose deliveries have been protracted by 
the recent removal to St. Martin’s-le- 
Grand, and particulars of whose cases 
have already been submitted to him, are 
to be vaid for the overtime thus worked. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanbury, Pres- 
ton): Yes, Sir; arrangements are in pro- 
gress for distributing the payments for 
overtime. 


LONDON POSTAL DELAYS—SUG- 


GESTED INQU [RY 
STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if, in view of the 
fact that sorters and postmen have been 
charged by officials of the Department 
with malingering and with being re- 
sponsible for recent postal delays in Lon- 
don, he will appoint a Committee to 
inquire with whom the responsibility 
really rests. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Post- 
master General informs me that, as far as 
he is aware, no definite charges of the 
kind referred to by the hon. Member 
have been made. There seems to be no 
useful purpose likely to be served by such 
a Commission as he suggests. 


Mr. STEADMAN: Although, perhaps, 
the Postmaster General has not heard of 
the charges made against the men, is the 

right hon. Gentleman aware that officials 
under the Postmaster General have 
brought charges ageinst the men in the 
public press 4 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am_ not 


aware of that. Perhaps the hon. Gentle- 
man willgive me some informationas to the 


Mr 
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details, but at present the information is 
not in harmony with that I have received 
from the Postmaster General. 


(Questions. 


Mr. STEADMAN: I will take the 
earliest opportunity afforded by the rules 
of the House to state the case of the men 
to the right hon. Gentleman. 


THE WIDENING OF PICCADILLY. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): I| 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of | 
Works whether he has made any proposal | 


to the County Council to add part of the 
Green Park to Piccadilly, and whether his 
proposal will be submitted to the House 
of Commons. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovGias, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) : I have made a proposal 
to the London County Council to the | 
effect that if they will undertake the cost | 
of widening Piccadilly, according to a 
plan which ‘has been laid before them, I | 
will endeavour to procure the necessary | 
Royal Warrant to obtain a strip of the 
Green Park required for the purpose. | 
The work, if carried out according to the 
plan, will in no way injure the park, but 
will confer an immense boon upon the 
public at large. I shail be very happy to | 
explain the plan to my hon. friend, and 
will see that it is placed in the Tea Room 
for the inspection of hon. Members. As 
no public money is involved, no Estimate | 
will be submitted to Parliament, but the | 
question could, of course, be discussed on | 
Class II., Vote 25, which still remains to 
be taken. The procedure in this case is | 
in exact accordance with those precedents 
where land has been taken from Royal 
parks for the purpose of widening public | 
streets, where no other conditions are | 
involved. | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): | 





To what extent will the road be | 
widened ? 
Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: For the 


greater portion of the way it will be 
practically 70 feet wide, and wider at | 


Park Lane. 
DIETARY IN IRISH WORKHOUSES. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for South 
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dren, the infirm and lunatic classes. 
Board requested the guardians, after 
consultation with their medical officer, to 
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whether he is aware that at a recent 
meeting of the Halstead Board of Guar. 
dians, Mr. Bagenal, Local Government 
Board Inspector, said that the Local 
Government Board would soon issue an 
order putting the guardians of the work. 
house on a different footing with regard 
to the dietary of the inmates ; whether 
he is aware that Mr. Bagenal said that 
the guardians would not be tied down to 
any particular dietary, and that so long 
as nutritious food was given to the in- 
mates the Local Government Board would 
not interfere ; and whether he can say if 
he will direct the Local Government 
Board in Ireland to give greater freedom 
to the guardians in Ireland in their treat- 
ment of the poor and management of the 
workhouses, as the Local Government 
Board in England are about doing with 
the English Boards of Guardians. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE: 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Barour, Leeds, 
Central): I have no information regard- 
ing the first and paragraphs, 
With reference to the third paragraph, 
hoards of guardians in Ireland, provided 


second 


| they do not reduce their scale of dietary 


below the minimum scale laid down by 
the General Regulations, have practically 
quite as free a hand as the English 
boards in carrying out any improve- 
ments or variations in the dietary which 
their medical officer suggests. The mini- 
mum scale now in force in Ireland was 
fixed in the year 1849, when the standard 
of comfort of the poorer classes was very 
much lower than it is at present, butas 
the boards of guardians have been 
gradually improving the dietary of work- 
house inmates it has not been found 
necessary to bind the guardians down to 
any new or uniform scale. A considerable 
difference, however, exists in the scales 
of dietary in use in the various work- 
houses throughout Ireland, and many are 
open to much improvement. In November 
last the Local Government Board 
addressed a circular to the several boards 
of guardians calling attention to this 
diversity and expressing the opinion that 
the existing dietaries might, in many 
instances, be revised on more varied lines 
with regard to the dietary of the = 
The 


Monaghan, I beg to ask the Chief Secre-| take the matter into consideration, and 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland | also forwarded for the guardians’ infor- 
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mation a copy of a suggested dietary | 
gale. As aresult, a number of unions | 
haveadopted either the scale suggested | 
by the Board or some modification of it. 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE—THE ASH- 

BOURNE ACT. 
CaptaAIN DONELAN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for South Monaghan, I 
leg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
lord Lieutenant of Irelanc whether he is 
aware that purchasers of land in Ireland 
wder the Ashbourne Act are not placed 
inas favourable a position as purchasers 


@uder the Land Purchase Acts of 1892 


and 1896, both with regard to the sinking 
fmd and a reduction of the instalments 
eery ten years; and whether, seeing 
that purchasers under the Ashbourne Acts 
bought when judicial rents were higher, 
he will consider the necessity and justice 
of placing these purchasers on as good 
tems as the purchasers under the Land 
Purchase Acts of 1892 and 1896 with 
reference to the sinking fund and_ pay- 
ment of future instalments. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: On the 3rd 
inst. I replied very fully to a similar ques- 
tion addressed by me to the hon. Member 
for South Monaghan,* and to that reply 
Ihave nothing to add. 


BOATING IN HOWTH HARBOUR. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for Dublin County, 
X., [beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been drawn to the fact 
that at the last Howth (county Dublin) 
Petty Sessions, four boatmen were 
prosecuted at the suit of the Royal Irish 
Uonstabulary for plying for hire with 
their boats in Howth Harbour without 
having obtained the necessary licence 
from the Board of Works; can he state 
who authorised the constabulary to 
prosecute ; and whether it is a part of 
their duty to act for the Board of Works 
when required to do so by that body ; 
amd whether it is the intention of the 
(Government to enforce the payment of 
the fines or costs that have been im- 
posed in the cases referred to. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The prosecu- 
tions in these cases were at the suit, not | 
of the constabulary, but of the Com- 
missioners of Public Works. The police 





* See, preceding volume ‘of The Parlia- 
mentary Debates, page 410. 
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do not act for the Commissioners in 
matters of this kind. As regards the 
last paragraph, the question of the en- 


(Juestions. 


' forcement of the fines or costs is one for 
the consideration of the Board of Works. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for Dublin County, 
N., I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
drawn to the case of four boatmen who 
were last week prosecuted at Howth 
(county Dublin) Petty Sessions for plying 
for hire with boats without a licence from 
the Board of Works; whether it was 
with the sanction of the Board of Works 
that this prosecution was instituted ; and 
whether, if the Board of Works insist on 
boatmen who ply for hire with boats 
obtaining a licence to do so, it will cause 
the harbour to be so dredged that it will 
not be necessary, as the hoatmen referred 
to declared, to carry passengers on their 


backs across a portion of Howth 
Harbour. 
Mr. HANBURY: The _ prosecution 


was instituted by the Board of Works, 
who are the Commissioners of the 
harbour. In three of the cases no licence 
had been taken out for two years, and in 
the fourth case for four years. Dredging 
is impracticable over about half of the 
harbour because of the rockiness of the 
bed. But it is carried on where feasible 
at the East Pier, and in any case several 
flights of steps are available for embark- 
ing and landing passengers both at the 
east and west pier at all states of the 
tide. The harbour master reports that 
he has never seen nor heard of licensed 
boatmen having to carry passengers on 
their backs to reach the boats. 


FAIR RENT APPEALS IN CORK. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that only one sitting of a Sub-com- 
mission for the hearing of fair rent appli- 
cations has been held in the Cork Union 
during the present year, and that at that 
sitting no case was listed in which the 
notice was served later than December, 
1898; and whether any steps will be 
taken to expedite the hearing of pending 
fair rent applications. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The most 


‘recent list of fair rent applications for 


hearing in the County Cork contains all 
cases from the union of Cork in which 
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the applications were received prior to 
Christmas 1898. A Sub-commission has 
sat in Cork upon two occasions during 
the present year. There are only forty- 
one cases from that district received to 
the present date which have not yet been 
listed for hearing. 


Money Lending 


3ELFAST POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

Sm JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that in the districts 
of Belfast, Fortwilliam, Lisburn Road, 
Malone Road, Belmont, and Bloomfield, 
the latest delivery of letters is four o'clock 
in the evening; and whether steps will be 
taken to havea later delivery arranged for. 


Mr. HANBURY : Portions of Lisburn 
Road and Malone Road are withiii the 
town delivery of Belfast, and have a de- 
livery of letters commencing as late as 
8 pin. The remaining portions of those 
roads and the other places referred to by 
the hon. Member are outside the town 
postal district, and the latest delivery 
takes place at about 4 p.m. as_ stated 
by the hon. Member. The question of 
giving a later delivery in those districts 
wiil Le considered. 


NEWBLISS RURAL POSTMAN. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that William Taylor, 
rural postman, Newhbliss, attended the 
Orange demenstration at Clones on the 
12th inst., and performed as a drummer, 
in one of the party bands upon that ocea- 
and does conduct of this kind on 
the part of postmen receive the sanction 
of the Department, or will any remon- 
strance be addressed to Taylor. 

Mr. HANBURY: William Taylor is 
employed about four hours a day as a 
rural auxiliary postman at Newbliss. He 
attended at the Orange demonstration at 
Clones, and acted as drummer. He was 
off duty at the time, and was not in 
uniform, and the matter is not one of 
which it is thought necessary to take any 
official notice. 


sion ; 


WEST CLARE FISHERIES. 
Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): I beg ‘ 
to ask the Vice-President of the Dx epar 
ment of Agriculture for Ireland, in 1 
ence to the recent deputation and cor- 
respondence on the subject of assistance 


{COMMONS} 
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being given by the Government to the 
fishing industry of West Clare, will the 
Department of Agriculture give assist. 
ance in aid of the fishing indust: ry in 
West Clare; and, if so, what sum will 
the Department of Agriculture allocate to 
West Clare out of the grant by Govern. 
ment voted for that purpose. 


Tut VICE-PRESIDENT oF tue 
DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE 
FoR IRELAND (Mr. PLUNKEr?, Dublin 
County, 8.): The Department is con. 
sidering what steps may be taken to de. 
velop the fishing industry in ieig t Clare. 
The amount of money available for the 
purpose cannot be stated eal the require. 
ments of other districts are ascertained, 


SALARIES OF IRISH NATIONAL 
TEACHERS 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I bee to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu. 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that in numerous instances the salaries of 
Irish National teachers for the quarter 
ended 30th June have been delayed in 
payment bevond the day appointed for 
the purpose by the Commissioners, and 
that this delay has occurred notwith- 
standing that the quarterly returns wer 
received in the Education Office in due 
time and in correct form ; and, whether 
he will inquire into the causes of the 
del ay, and if ste ps will be taken to guard 
against a repetition of this irregularity, 
which is productive of inconvenience t 
the teachers. 











Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The salarie 
of the teachers have not been delayed in 
payment in numerous cases as. stated, 
when the claims 
time and were regular in form. If any 
specific case of delay is brought under the 
notice of the Commissioners, they will 
as they always have done, order a strict 
investigation into the matter. 


were received in due 


MONEY-LENDING BILL {Lords}. 

Reported from the Standing Committe 
on Law, ete, with Amendments. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and t 
be printed, [No, 997 ] 

Minutes of Proceedings of the Stand 
ing Committee to be printed. [No, 29%. 

Bill, as amended (in the Standing Caw 
mittee), to be considered upon Thursday, 
and to be printed. [Bill 312.] 
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Companies 


COMPANIES BILL. 


As amended (by the 
mittee) considered. 


Standing Com- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The motion on the 
Paper in the name of the hon. Member 
for Northampton is not in order, as this 
is a Bill to amend the law relating to 
registered companies only, and does not 
relate to ¢ hartered companies. 


A Clause (Application of the Act to 
Scotland)—(The Lord Advocate)—brought 
up, and read the first and second time, 
and added. 


CotoneL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to move that Clause 2 be omitted. 


Question proposed, “That Clause 2 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Hereford): 
I suppose the right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of this Bill will also accept the 
omission of the following clause ? 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
OF TRADE (Mr. Rircutr, Croydon) : 
I find myself unable to resist the Amend- 
ment of my hon. and gallant friend. As 
those who are acquainted with what took 
place in the Grand Committee will 
remember, I made a similar recommenda- 
tion there, but it was not adopted by the 
Committee. I will state the reason why 
[ now feel bound to accept the Amend- 
ment. I do not propose to enter into the 
merits of this clause or of the next one. 
I admit that there are evils which require 
to be remedied, but I do not desire to 
commit myself to the particular mode of 
amendment embodied in these clauses. 
My main reason for assenting to the 
Amendment of my hon. friend is that in 
my opinion these clauses are not germane 
to the Bill, and I think that to attempt to 
introduce definitions as to what  busi- 
nesses may or may not be carried on by a 
company would be to run counter to all 
precedent, and would cause excessive 
inconvenience. Therefore, as I desire to 
say nothing against the principle of the 
clauses, I suggest to the House that it 
would do well to accept the Amendment 
and omit these two clauses. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : When this 
Bill was before the Grand Committee 
I expressed the opinion that it would 


{24 JuLy 1900} 


Bill. 


i066 


be better to leave these clauses out of the 
Bill, as they had nothing whatever to do 
with its main object and scope. They 
relate to an extremely important subject, 
which [ am inclined to think should be 
dealt with even more strongiy than is pro- 
posed in these clauses. But I repeat that 
it would be better to omit this portion of 
the Bill altogether, as it raises an entirely 
different set of questions to that dealt 
with by the rest of the Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Considering that everybody connected 
with the Bill is under the belief that the 
clanses have nothing whatever to do 
with it, I think some explanation should 
be afforded us as to how they got into the 
Bill. Can the President of the Board of 
Trade explain how, in spite of the forms 
and orders of the House, clauses were 
inserted in a Bill with which they had 
nothing whatever to do 4 


Mr. RITCHIE: The clauses were put 
in the Bill in the House of Lords, and JI; 
of course, am not capable of explaining 
the reasons why. As, however, they were 
inserted, I deemed it only right and cour- 
teous to the House that the Bill should 
be introduced here in the form in which 
it was sent down last session. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: That renders 
it more inexplicable than ever. The 
House of Lords sent the Bill to a Select 
Committee, which was charged with the 
duty of crossing the “t’s” and dotting 
the “i's,” and I therefore cannot compre- 
hend how they came to pass clauses which 
the President of the Board of Trade and 
his predecessor are both agreed have been 
improperly inserted. Under the cireum- 
stances, of course the House will agree 
to their omission. 

Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I nope that the House will not 
do anything of the kind. These clauses 
are the result of a great deal of considera- 
tion. They have been introduced into 
this Bill in two successive sessions, and 
they were also introduced in a separate 
3ill. The Lord Chancellor, in introducing 
the Bill, deliberately recommended these 
clauses as the best method of regulating cer- 
tain dangers and difficulties to which the 
public are exposed under the existing state 
of the law. It was done after deliberate 
consultation with persons affected. [am 
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( ‘oni minies 


perfectly aware that I cannot discuss the 
merits of Clause 3 at the present time, 
although the right hon, Gentleman has 
indicated that that clause will have to go 
if the one now under discussion is 
omitted. I feel bound in the public 
interest to support the retention of the 


clause. 1 feel that in yielding the right 
hon. Gentleman is yielding to the 


clamour of a class, because the clause 
interferes to a certain extent with 
large trading concerns. Jf the clauses 
are not retained I feel that an opportu- 
nity will have been lost of putting on the 
Statute-book provision likely to be of 
great good to the public by protecting 
them against many forms of illegal prac- 
tice in pharmacy, medicine, and dentistry. 
I speak in the interest of the public, and 
I hope the House will consider carefully 
before it yields toa panicon the part of 
the right hon. Gentleman caused by the 
opposition of certain trade interests. 


Sin JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) 
said the second clause proposed that a 
company should be entitled to assume a 
title which no individual might take 
unless he passed a certain examination. 
Surely that was a bad policy. He did 
not claim any special immunity so far as 
Ireland was concerned. They might 
start as many companies as they liked 
there. It was a poor country, its busi- 
ness was poor. Ifa man got a Sunday 
dinner, he lived on the recollection of 
it for two or three days, and then he 
lived on the anticipation of another Sun- 
day dinner for the rest of the week. But 
he did ask the House to be true to itself. 
It had passed a Pharmaceutical Act 
which requireda man to pass an examin- 
ation before he was entitled to do certain 
things or to assume a certain title. Now 
it was proposed to absolutely wipe out that 
qualification, and to enable a company to 
carry on the business without examina- 
tion ; the only point in its favour being 
that it was possessed of pounds, shillings, 
and pence. He thought the Government 
had very wisely decided that these 
clauses had nothing whatever to do with 
a Companies Bill, and should therefore he 
omitted. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, S.): 


{COMMONS} 


I should not have intervened in this dis- | 
cussion had it not been for the suggestion | 


that the Government in agreeing to the 
omission of these clauses was yielding to 
Sir Walter Foster. 
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clamour. I entirely share the views of 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Trade that the clauses are 
alien to the Bill. I hold that our statutes 
should be so framed that they can be 
sasily determined ; they should not con- 
tain cross references which only lead to 
confusion, and therefore a Bill dealing 
with company law ought not to contain 
legislation affecting chemists, who are sub- 
ject to a different Act of Parliament. I 
therefore hope the House will agree to 
the omission of these clauses. 


*CoLONEL LONG — (Worcestershire, 
Evesham) expressed the opinion that the 
reasons put forward by the President of 
the Board of Trade for the rejection of 
the clauses—namely, that they were not 
germane to the Bill— were not sufficiently 
strong to justify their omission. The ob- 
ject of the Bill was to do away with 
certain abuses in our system of trading 
by companies. Abuses were believed to 
exist by means of which people who were 
not qualified chemists and dentists carried 
on those businesses, to the danger of the 
public. The Lord Chancellor, who was 
supposed to understand evidence, had 
been convinced that such abuses did exist, 
and ought to be remedied, therefore he 
inserted the clauses, and they ought not 
to be thrown out on the weak grounds 
stated. 


“Sir J. B. TUKE (Edinburgh and St. 
Andrews Universities) also regretted that 
Clause 3 was to be dropped, as its opera- 
tion would have put a stop to practices 
which served to paralyse the action of 
the Medical Acts in certain important 
particulars. Under the law as it now 
stood persons in no way connected with 
the medical profession were able to form 
companies, the object of which was to act 
as physicians, surgeons, and dentists. 
Over such companies the Medical Council 
could exercise no jurisdiction, and one of 
the main objects of the Medical Acts was 
inoperative. The public were the sufferers, 
as it was rendered impossible to distin- 
guish between qualified and non-qualified 
practitioners. He recognised that the 
clause was not germane to the general 
terms of the Bill, but he felt so strongly 
on the subject that next session he would 
take an early opportunity to introduce a 
Bill dealing with it. 


Question put, and negatived. 
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Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to move the omission of 
Clause 3. 1 can only express my satis- 
faction that the President of the Board 
of Trade has agreed to the omission of 
this clause. 

Question, that Clause 3 stand part of 
the Bill, put and negatived. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
X.W.): I have to move the omission from 
Clause 4 of the following words— 

“ (ii) either signed the Memorandum of Asso- 
dation for a number of shares not less than 
his qualification (if any) or signed’ and filed 
with the registrar a contract in writing to take 
from the company and pay for his qualifiea- 
tion shares (if any).” 

The law as it at present stands requires 
that a director of « company shall qualify 
for his position by taking up the number 
of shares defined in the Articles of 
Association. It is not unusual, I believe, 
for directors of companies to receive their 
qualifications from the promoters, and if 
I understand the object of the right hon. 
Gentleman aright, it is, by including 
this clause in the Bill, to prevent 
directors of companies from receiv- 
ing their qualifications from the pro- 
moters. In other words, he desires to 
deal with that class of directors described 
as “guinea-pig” directors. But the Bill 
will not effect that object, because I 
observe that, by a later clause, on page 8, 
there is a provision that the director is to 
make a statement “of all sums paid or 
agreed to be paid to him in cash or shares 
by any person, either to qualify him as 
a director or otherwise, for services 
rendered by him in connection with the 
formation of the company.” Therefore, I 
take it, the very evil which this clause is 
intended to defeat is countenanced and 
regulated by a subsequent clause. I 
agree that very considerable evil attaches 
to the provision of qualifications for 
directors. There are two grounds for 
resisting the inclusion of this clause in 
the Bill. The first is that it does not 
attain the object in view, because it is 


quite possible to have an elusive arrange-— 


ment with intending directors to defeat 
the object aimed at by this provision. 
But the second is a far more important 
reason. Suppose a man {fs invited to 


serve on a board, and he is to receive a 
salary, by way of director’s fees, of £200 | 
a year, 


He may be a peer of the realm, 


{24 Juty 1900} 
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a Member of Parliament, an ex-Governor 
General, or some other more or less dis- 
tinguished personage. His qualification 


\is to be £200, and it is obvious that he 


tively enforce. It is 


will have no difficulty in finding it, for 
he is not going to deprive himself of this 
opportunity of earning £200 a year. It 
will, therefore, be perfectly easy for him 
to enter into an arrangement of a nature 
which it will not be necessary to disclose. 
Another very forcible reason is that you 
are making a law which you cannot effec- 
most desirable 

of misconduct in 
the formation and 
maintenance of companies should, as 
far possible, be checked by 
legislation. But if you lay down a moral 
law which it is impossible effectively to 
enforce, you at once bring your legislation 
into contempt, and you defeat the very 
object which you have in view. On the 
ground that these words are calculated to 
produce further elusive acts of fraud, and 
to accentuate the evil which it is desired 
to suppress, I beg to move the omission of 
these words. 


that obvious acts 
connection with 


as 


Amendment proposed—- 
“In page 2, line 19, to leave out paragraph 


(ii.), of Sub-section (1), of Clause 4.”—(J/7. 
Atherley-Jones.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out to the word ‘for,’ 
in line 19, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: The object of this 
sub-section is clear. It is to secure that 
under all circumstances, and in all cases, 
a director shall qualify himself, and shall 
not receive his qualification from anyone 
else. I imagine it is quite possible, if the 
qualification is £200, and he is to receive 
a salary of £200 a year, for a man to 
qualify himself by taking shares to the 
extent of £200. But I do think it a 
wise thing that gentlemen who put 
themselves forward as directors of com- 
panies should give some security that 
they have an interest in the company, 
and should provide th2mselves_ with 
the necessary shares and pay for them. 
If the hon. Gentleman’s Amendment is 
accepted that security will be done away 
with. 


Mr. ATHERLEY - JONES: 


about Clause 12 ? 


What 
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Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) : 
The object of the clause is a highly desi- 
rable one, seeing that it is to secure that 
the director shall not be a mere bogus 
creature, but that he shall have a sub- 
stantial interest in the company. That is 
manifestly a good idea. But still it seems 
to me it is obvious that if a company 
which is a reprehensible company desires 
to have upon its directorate any par- 
ticular class of person it will be able to 
secure its object by the simple expedient 
of reducing the qualification to a nominal 
amount. [do not think the clause will 
have the effect anticipated in the case of 
an unsubstantial or questionable company, 
but still it would be as well that the 
words should he retained as some pro- 
tection against the impecunious or 
** guinea-pig ” director, 

Mr. LARBOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said it did not appear to him that it was 
possible to secure that a director should 
pay for his own shares. He might borrow 
the necessary money on the understanding 
that it should be paid back out of 
his fees as director. In fact, he might 
get over the ditlicuity in a hundred 
different ways. But the object of the 
clause, as he understood it, was to secure 
thatthe public shonld know how many 
shares exch director had. It seemed to 
him, although he very much doubted 
whether the clause would afferd any real 
security against the directors obtaining 
their qualification from promoters, it 
would be an advantage to the public that 
they should know how many shares each 
particular director held. 


Mr. ATHERLEY - JONES: T beg to 


ask leave to withdraw my Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. H. S. FOSTER (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft) said he desired to move the 
omission from the same section of the 
words “for a number of shares not less 
than his qualification.” He took it that 
the object of his right hon. friend was 
not to deter good men from coming for- 
ward as directors, but he feared that this 
particular provision might act as a 
deterrent unless his Amendment was 
accepted. A gentleman might be asked 
to join a board of directors, and this see- 
tion required that he should take up bis 
qualifying shares at a time when he did 


not know whether or not the company 
would go to allotment. The quali 
fication might be £500, and he might 
be willing to subscribe that amount 
conditionally that the company went 
to allotment. But this clause required 
that he should pay it down, whether the 
company went to allotment or not. What 
would be the result? In the ease of a 
company which was registered but did 
not go to allotment a wrecking solicitor 
might be tempted to petition for 4 
winding-up order, as he would be sure of 
his costs, because he would havea number 
of directors to go against, each of whom 
would be liable to the amount of his 
qualifying snares. The effect must be to 
deter good men from taking any responsi- 
bility in the initial stages of a company, 
whereas he took it that one of the chief 
objects of the President of the Board of 
Trade was to secure that good men should 
become connected with a company at its 
very inception. 


Amendment proposed 

“In page 2, line 19, to leave out the words 
from the word ‘ association,’ to the word ‘or, 
in line 20.°—(Mr. H. S. Foster.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. RITCHIE said he had no reason 
to find fault with his hon. friend for 
putting the Amendment on the Paper. 
What was wanted was that everybody 
should know what a director's qualifica- 
tion was. He was afraid that whatever 
risk a director had to run as to whether 
or not the company would float or not, 
the director must be left to bear it. He 
did not think that any inconvenience such 
as his hon. friend suggested had ensued 
from the present state of the law, whieh 
put directors in the same position in re 
gard to qualifying shares. All that wa 
wanted was thatthe directors should really 
take and pay for the necessary qualifying 
shares. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
said he would agree with the hon 
Gentleman if he thought that the Billa 
it stood would produce the consequences 
the hon. Gentleman feared. But he 
would point out that it was not obligatory 
on the director to sign the Memorandum 


_of Association; he might sign and file with 
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If the 





and pay for the qualifying shares. 






comp, : 
e cual poposed director was under any appre- 
e iste hension such as was referred to by the 
Pree. hon. Gentleman, he was at liberty to take | 
1y went the second alternative. 

require ™ haces 

tens on Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) thought | 
t What the clause as it stood might deter useful 
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Question put, and agreed to. 






*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall) 
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take the qualification shares from the 
company, though it had none to sell. 






Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 22, at the end, to insert the 
words, ‘ or a certificate signed by the secretary 
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t. He J contract to take and pay for his qualifying 

-e such @ shares. If the Amendment were accepted, 

ensuel @ all that it would be necessary to do in order 

which @ to comply with the provision would be for 

‘in re @ 4 qualified director or shareholder to 

at wa transfer into the name of the proposed 

| really @ director certain qualifying shares. There 

lifying was nothing in the Amendment to show | 
i that the qualifying shares should belong to 

the director, or that he had entered into 

urghs) f acontract to buy them. He could not 
hon. @ accept the Amendment. 

Bill as 

uences Question put, and negatived. 

ut he 

gatory Mr. H. 8. FOSTER, in moving the 

indum § next Amendment, said that the all- 
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Bill. 


spectus. The directors might not be 
appointed at the time of the registration 
of the Memorandum and Articles of 
Association. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 24, after the word ‘com- 
pany, to insert the words ‘or of the pro- 
spectus,” ”—(Mr. H. S. Foster.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY submitted that 
the House ought not to accept the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2. line 30, to leave out the word 
‘passing, and insert the word ‘commence- 


F . | ment.’ ”—(Mr. H. S. Foster. 
he were to sign and register a contract to | Ge 7 


Question proposed, “That the word 
] ” 


‘ passing’ stand part of the Bill. 


Mr. RITCHIE could not see that 
there was any hardship in applying this 
portion of the Bill to «a company 
registered before the passing into law 


| instead of at 1st January, 1901. 


Question proposed, “That those words| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE - said the 
Amendment he now moved would carry 
out what must be the intention of the 
Government in Clause 4. ‘“ Does” could 
only relate to the moment of registering, 
and an invitation given a few days later 
would defeat the object. He desired to 
secure it by exchanging something defi- 
nite for what was vague. 


Amendment proposed-— 

“In page 2, line 31, to leave out the words 
‘does not issue,’ and insert the words ‘is pro- 
hibited by its memorandum or articles of 
association from issuing.” ’—(UMr. Sydney 
Gredge.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘does not issue’ stand part of the Bill.” 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINuAy, Inverness B uyzis) said 
the section was intro luced fo» the protec- 
tion of the public in cases where a com. 
pany went to the public asking subserip- 
tions for shares. He did not see what 
the object of the Amendment was. 
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Mr. PERKS said this was a most im- 
portant question to the investing public. 
They must not forget that they were 
dealing with £1,500,000,000 of money 
invested in this country, and it was very 
important that they should have some 
definition or explanation from the authors 
of the Bill as to what was meant by 
invitation to the public. Many hon. 
Members had not had the opportunity of 
listening to the discussions in the Grand 
Committee, and they were hopelessly 
ignorant of what was the meaning of the 
phrase. 


Companies 


*Mr. MARKS (Tower Hamlets, St. 
George’s) said the portion of the Bill now 
under consideration dealt with certain 
things which were to be done before the 
registration of the articles, and the provi- 
sion that this particular section should 
not apply to any company which did not 
issue an invitation to the public suggested 
three or four varying and conflicting pos- 
sibilities. It was impossible to issue an 
invitation to the public before registra- 
tion, and there was no period set at 
which the company was to issue an invi- 
tation, if an invitation was to be issued. 
The suggestion which the section con- 
veyed to his mind was that these for- 
malities were to be complied with before 
registration, when it was obviously im- 
possible for the company, even if it 
intended to issue an invitation to the 
public, to do so, and there was no pro- 
vision that they might go back to the 
registrar later on for the purpose of com- 
plying with the formalities. There was 
another point. There seemed to be an 
idea in the mind of the hon. Gentle- 
man the Attorney General, that the shares 
which reached the public, and in respect 
of which there was a general desire that 
every care and precaution should be 
taken, were those taken by the public 
in response to a magical appeal called 
“invitation to the public.” Nothing of 
the kind was the case. In a large 
number of cases where investors had lost 
heavily by abortive enterprises there had 
been no such thing as an invitation to the 
public to subscribe, nor had there been 
any necessity for it. What was done, 
and what this Bill did not prevent from 
being done, was thix—-a company was 
formed without even such safeguards as 
were provided by the publication of a 
prospectus, A company was formed in a | 
hole and corner way by a promoter and | 


{COMMONS} 


‘a few others, and the shares were allotted 
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tothe promoter’s nominees. A pool of these 
shares was then made, and the services 
of a few highly respectable jobbers were 
engaged in order to have the shares floated 
on the Stock Exchange—one lot at £1, 
the next at £2, and the next at £3. No 
prospectus was issued which could be 
produced in court, but perambulating 
prospectuses were employed in the form of 
joint stock promoters or jobbers who gave 
inspired tips that the shares were going 
to £4 or £5. Frequently they did go to 
£4 or £5. The prices were matters of 
public record. It was thus that great 
transactions were carried out. The very 
company which this Bill would exempt 
from every safeguard was the company 
in respect of which the public most re. 
quired protection—the company whose 
directors floated the concern, which had 
no prospectus, because they issued no in- 
Vitation to the public. So far as this 
clause was concerned it was rendered 
nugatory by the provision of Sub. 
section 3. It was precisely that com- 
pany to which the section should apply. 
It was precisely that company in respect 
of which the public wished to be pro- 
tected, the company whose shares were 
bought by the public at a high premium. 
They could always trust the investor to 
invest unwisely, and to wish afterwards 
to wreak his vengeance on somebody, 
In the present state of the law the 
investor could still invest unwisely, 
and, having lost his money he 
was at a loss to discover the director 
responsible for the prospectus, or even to 
ascertain the office of the company in 
which he had lost his money. If some 
limit were put tothe period during which 
a company would have the option of de- 
ciding whether or not an invitation to the 
public should be issued, there might be 
something to be said for this sub-section ; 
but as it stood it was useless. It was 
apparently senseless, but it would be less 
senseless if the Amendment of his 
hon. and learned friend were accepted; 
but he was by no means sure that it 
would be less useless. 


Sir ROBERT REID said his regret 
was that this Bill did not deal with the 
making of a market in company shares, 
and did not, therefore, deal with one ot 
the greatest vices or frauds which were 
common in company promotion. As far 
as the particular Amendment under con- 
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sideration was concerned, he did not think 


Companies 


they need trouble to go into the question. | 


But the question was, whether the clause 
was to have a wide or a comparatively 
restricted application. The Government 
proposed that the clause should not apply 
in the case of companies which did not 
issue an invitation to the public. That 
was rather wide. Though he did not attach 
very much importance to the clause, and 
though he did not think it would have so 
great a beneficial effect as the Govern- 
ment hoped, at the same time it was 
a good clause so far as it went. He 
wished to have it as widely applied as 
possible, and, therefore, for that reason he 
should support the Amendment proposed 
by the hon. Gentleman. He would ask 
the Government whether they might not 
accede to it. 


Mr. McLAREN (Leicestershire, Bos- 
worth) said he thought the intention was 
that the clause should not apply to pri- 
vate firms which were registered as 
limited liability companies, and which 
divided the capital amongst the partners 
ot the concerns. If that was the inten- 
tion of the Bill, surely some form of words 
migi:t be found which would clearly ex- 
press that intention, so as to prevent in- 
convenience arising from the rather loose 
wording of the clause as it stood. All 
they had to do if they wished to evade 
the penal section was that somebody 
should say it was not intended to issue 
shares to the public. The directors 
might pass a resolution to that effect, 
and after an interval of eight or nine 
months a prospectus might be issued when 
it would be absolutely too late to apply 
Sub-section 1. The clause as it stood 
would open the door to every kind of 
evasion, and if it had any meaning at all 
would lead to endless litigation. 


“Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.) said he very much doubted whether 
it was possible to draw a logical or legal 
distinction between the two classes of 
companies—namely, public and private 
companies. This subject was, however, 
very much discussed in the Departmental 
Committee, and he thought the general 
feeling was that a distinction should be 
drawn if possible. He reminded the 
House of the concluding words of the 
Report of the Committee bearing on that 
subject. They said— 


“It must, however, be 


{24 JuLy 1900} 
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dangerous ground, and affords a possible loop 
hole for evasion.” 

| Whatever the law might provide, the real 
difficulty of the position was that described 
by the hon. Member for St. George’s. He 
agreed with him that there was a great 
deal more danger ina private undertaking 
where a memorandum or circular was 
issued than there was in connection with 
a concern which was made public aad 
became the subject of public criticism in 
the press and elsewhere. For his own 
part, he thought the section was one which 
would not be found to serve a practical 
purpose. The danger foreshadowed by 
the Committee would probably take place. 
They had a choice between two forms of 
words, and the ex-Attorney General pre- 
ferred the wider form of words. For 
himself, however, the wider form of 
words, he concluded, was the one which 
said that the thing should not be done. 
Although he agreed to a large extent 
with the Member who moved 


hon. 
the Amendment, he thought after all, the 
attempt at definition should be based on 
the words of the Bill rather than the 
words of the Amendment. 


Mr. HALDANE 
said he did not think the evil which 
would be incurred by widening the words 
was at all wo be with the 
evil of keeping them narrow. What 
did it matter whether this clause 
was made applicable to a private com- 
pany or not! Ali those who had to do 
with the evils of joint stock company 
promotion knew that every year de- 
veloped a new kind of evil. There was 
the evil connected with the prospectus, 
and this Bill seemed a little inadequate 
to deal with that matter. It was a com- 
mon practice for a dozen persons to pro- 
mote a company, to form it, to take 
shares in it, to enter into a pooling agree- 
ment, and to appoint half a dozen brokers. 
The intention was that such a company 
should become a public company, though 
the prospectus did not contemplate this 
form at all. To such a company as that 
the provisions of this clause should apply, 
and he saw no reason to think that any 
serious injury or inconvenience would be 
caused to anyone. If they got a simple 
and plain provision which would cover all 
such cases, he hoped it would prove more 


(Haddingtonshire) 


compared 


| efficacious than provisions with similar 
admitted that the | benevolent objects had proved in the 


distinction between the two classes is rather past. 
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Tue SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir whatever why private companies should 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) not come under the section as it 
said he did not think the matter under stood. There was no hardship inflicted 


discussion was really of first-rate import- 
ance. This clause had been inserted in 
the Bill at the suggestion of a number of 
hon. Members on the Committee who 
desired as far as possible not to interfere 
with donu fide private companies. Those 
who spoke on behalf of private companies 
urged that in these cases the public had 
no concern, and that it was not necessary 
to know what the qualifications of the 
directors were, or whether they had sub- 
scribed or not. If the Amendment of 
the hon. and learned Gentlemen were 
carried it would put an end to the sub- 
section altogether. As the Government 
were anxious to interfere as little as pos- 
sible with bona jide private companies, he 
hoped the House would reject the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said there were 


many private companies wholly respect- , 
-ment would make up its mind to accept 


able, but we had to deal with a great 
many companies that were turned into 
public companies, and which were frauds 
from the beginning. An arrangement 
was made with a large number of brokers 
who received £1 shares at 10s. or 12s. 
They had the option of taking them at 
that price and selling them to the public 
at £1 or more. It really seemed to him 
preposterous where they were dealing 
with public companies that they should 
make the proposal in the clause. Though 
it might be annoying to certain gentlemen 
who wished to turn their business into 
companies to face this publicity, it was a 
smaller evil than to allow the public to 
he swindled in these matters with im- 


punity. It would do very little harm to 
allow these documents to go before 


Somerset House; but if the Committee 
left these yusi-private companies to carry 
out their arrangements this measure would 
do no good. We should have a greater 
number of gvasi-private companies, and 
it was most difficult for the public to 
know anything of these private companies. 
There was more swindling in these than 
in the companies brought out by pro- 
spectlises. 


WALLACE (Perth) said he 


Mr. 
objected to the words as they stood in the 


Bill, and still more to the Amendment 
which the hon. Member for Walsall pro- 
posed to insert. 


a 
There was no reason 


ona private company in requiring that 
the directors should have their names 
registered at the time of the formation of 
the company. 


Sir THOMAS LEA (Londonderry, §.) 
said a very large proportion of the manu- 
facturing trade of this country was done 
by private limited companies who did not 
appeal to the public at all. The hon. 
Member who had just spoken asked why 
private companies should not come under 
a section of this sort. Where were they 
to draw the line? The result would be 
that private limited companies would 
come under the whole of the provisions 
of the Bill, and it would be against the 
trade of the country and detrimental 
to the manufacturing and _ industrial 
interests. 


Mr. BRYCE said he hoped the Govern- 


the Amendment moved by the hon. 
Member for Walsall. 1t was not intended 
that any hardship should be inflicted on 
private companies by subjecting them to 
the provisions of Clause 4. It had not 
been denied that the evils of bringing out 
these companies without a prospectus were 
very grave and serious, and under the 
circumstances he thought the best course 
would be to omit the words. 


Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): I think 
the point might be met by a device with 
which all people who are cognisant of 
company law are perfectly familiar. The 
reason private companies object to being 
brought under the clause is that the 
object of the clause is to make directors 
pay for their shares in cash. They might 
enter into a contract to take these snares 
or file with the registrar an undertaking 
that they are willing to take these shares. 
That would be obviously inconvenient in 
the case of a private company, because 
probably the whole of the capital of the 
company would be divided, if not amongst 
the directors themselves, amongst the 
directors and a few other people. The 
directors have a very large number of 
shares, and probably, if any qualification 
is mentioned in the Articles of Associa- 
tion, it is a very large qualification. But 
they do not get these shares by purchase ; 

| they get them as part-proprietors of the 
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business. The object, I take it, is to pre- 
vent gentlemen in that position from 
being saddled with the obligation to buy 
shares, there being none in the market. 
That difficulty would be got over if each 


of the directors signed the Memo- 
randum for one share only, and if 


one share was made in the Articles the 
qualification of a director. That would 
not in any way injure the business, be- 
cause We are assuming the business to be 
a private one, confined to a small number 
of people, the shares in which are put 
jorward before the public for subscription. 
[ think, therefore, the best plan is to 
leave out the words and put nothing in 
their place. 


SirJAMES JOICEY (Durham, Chester- 
leStreet) knew of many companies in the 
north of England which had prohibitions 
upon the sale of their shares outside the 
particular family interested in the busi- 
ness, and he was afraid that many 
Members did not realise that there were 
numbers of companies in regard to which 
no cash payment whatever took place. 
The shares were simply divided amongst 
the family interested in the concern, and 


{24 JuLy 1900} 
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to make all their affairs public. At the 
same time, the clause was not at all clear. 
There were words which nobody could 
really explain, and the only way in which 
they would be explained would be by 
litigation, whereas it was the duty of the 
House, whenever possible, to avoid causes 
of litigation. Attention had been called 
to the particular words “issuing any 
invitation to the public.” It was impos- 
sible to construe those words, and there 
were many others of the same character. 
There had not been a Bill passed for some 
years likely to give rise to so much liti- 
gation as the present Bill. Every clause 
would have to be construed by the courts. 
The Government in pressing the measure 
in its present form were not acting wisely 
either in their own interests or in the 
interests of the country. It would really 
be better, after the discussion which had 
taken place, that the Government should 
withdraw the Bill and bring forward 
another measure dealing with the matter 
in a much better way. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 168 ; Noes, 
» ’ 3 


it was unreasonable to expect those people 109. (Division List No. 254.) 
AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baillie, James E. B.( Inverness) 


Chelsea, Viscount 
Coddington, Sir William | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Gull, Sir Cameron 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeo ° ze 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W ww. 








Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H( Bristol) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M, 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, ( vapt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles,’ Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, itt. Hn.J.A.(Glasew 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir. Edw. H. 
Cwendisa, V. C. W. (Derbys. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, Kast) 
Cecil, Lord Hagh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hon. J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
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Cooke, C. W. Radclitfe( Herefd 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison | 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. | 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitz Wyzram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Heury 

Flower, Ernest 

Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, Willian 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschea, RtHnaGJ (StGeorge’s) | 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Eenest (West Ham) 


2Q 





Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Helder, Augustus 

Her non-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Liwrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lea,Sirlhomas (Loadonderry) 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M:‘Arthur,Charles (Liverpool) 
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M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. } 


Malcolm, Ian 


Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirHerbertE 


Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 


Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H M. 
J. Throgmorton 


Middlemore, 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 


More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 


Morrison, Jas. A. (Wilts, S.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muniz, Philip A. 


Murray,Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donal Ninian 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal!) 


Pease, Herb. Pike(Darlington) | 
| Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 


Perey, Ear] 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higyvins, Frederick 


Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Bond, Edward 

Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B 

Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Evans, SirF. H. (Southampton) 


Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gedge, Sydney 


*\Mr. 
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Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 


Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 


Ritchie. Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 


Rothsehild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sandon, Viseount 

Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Rentrew) 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 


ec, Ernest 





NOES. 


Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herb. J. 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 


Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Healy, Timotiy M. (N. Louth) | 


Hedderwick, Thomas Claas. H. 


Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, William (Carnarvoush. ) 


Labouchere, Henry 
Langley, 8aity 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cumberl'd. 


Lough, Thomas 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macaleese, Daniel 


MacDonnell, Dr MA(Queen’sC 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 


M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 
Maddison, Fred. 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mather, William 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 


Morgan, W.Pritchard(Merthyr 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 


said 


Bill. 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sturt, Zon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thornton, Verey M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Tauntn 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L, 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Batk 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart. 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham George 
Young, Commander (Berks, E, 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(LanesSW. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Rollit, Sic Albert Kaye 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (borfarshirve} 
Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Marray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Hy. J. (York, W. RB.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, Jolin (Govan) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Robert Wallace and 
Mr. Hazell. 


that were complied with. ‘Lhe provision was in- 


Sub-section 6, to which his Amendment , tended to prevent a company starting with 
referred, was not in the Bill, but on the a totally insutticient capital, and to prevent 
As the Bill people having shares allotted to them 
stood no allotment of any share capital when the capital was entirely insuificient. 


white paper under his name. 


could be made unless certain conditions | Suppose a company asked for a capital of 
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$500,000 and they only obtained | 
$400,000 or £450,000, while by throwing 
over some part of their undertaking they | 
might proceed to carry on business with 
£450,000. Applicants might have applied 
for shares on the understanding that | 
£500,000 would be subscribed, but if 


all of them were willing to take | 
their shares and go on he saw no 


reason why they should be prohibited | 
from doing so. If they liked to com-| 
mence business with £450,000, why 
should they not do so? As the Bill 


§ stood they would have to wind up that 


company and go throngh the whole 
process again, and they would be 
put to great expense. With the object 


of leaving them free to do what they 
liked with their own, and proceed with a 
diminished capital if they thought fit, he 
proposed later on to move to insert at the 
nd of Clause 6 the following words, 
which, with the permission of the Speaker, 
he would read— 


“Provided always, that nothing herein con- 
tained shall prevent the allotment of shares 
toany applicant who, after having received | 
notice in writing from the company tuat the 
ninimum subseription has not heen obtained, 
shall have consented in writing to take allot- 
ment of the shares subseribed by him or any 
less number, and whenever any allotiment shall 
have been so made by consent, notice thereof 
shall be given forthwith to the registrar, and 
the total number of shares comprised in such 
allotments and notice shall be the minimum 
subscription for the purposes of section eight | 
of this Act.” | 
There would be very full notice given, | 
and everybody would know exactly what | 
he was doing. He submitted to the | 
Government and to the House that there 
could be no reason why, because the sub- 
scriptions had fallen short, that the whole 
thing should come to an end, all the ex- 
pense be thrown away, and the parties 
ent home without being able to join in| 
the undertaking which they desired to 
promote. He begged to move the Amend- 
ment standing in his name. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 16, after the word ‘allot- 
nent,’ to insert the words ‘save as provided 
by sub-section six of this section.’” — (Mr. 
Sydney Gedge.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


{24 Juty 1900} 
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Mr. RITCHIE: I hope the House will 
not consent to the Amendment of my 
hon. friend. The House has already 
given its assent to a proposition that at 
the formation of these companies the 
public should be informed as to what is 
the minimum amount which the directors 
consider they require to proceed with. 
may be the amount of the 
capital, the directors have to say what, in 
their opinion, is the smallest amount they 
can go to allotment upon, which means 
that they have decided that that 
amount of capital is required for earrying 
on the business. My hon. friend desires 
to drive a coach and four through the 
provision which has already been assented 
to by the House, and say that, in the case 
of this minimum subscription not being 
reached, the company may proceed to 
business on a lesser sum than the mini- 
mum provided. I do not think we ought 
to proceed in that way. I think we 
should not allow this minimum to be set 
aside simply because the shareholders 
desire to proceed on a smaller capital than 
what the directors say is necessary. The 
hon. Member has argued as if it was 
a question for shareholders only, but 
it is nothing of the kind, for it is 
a question for the creditors as well, 
and a company proceeding to allotment 
on a_ smaller capital is calculated, 
though not intentionaliy, to deceive the 
public. I trust the House will adhere to 
the clause as it stands. 


Mr. PERKS: This Amendment shows 
how delusive this provision is. First of 
all you are dealing, in the majority of 
cases, with perfectly capable and solvent 
companies which would not dream of 
going to allotment unless they had a 
sufficient amount of subscribed capital. 
It is not unfrequently the case that they 


| state in the prospectus that that is the 


intention of the directors. I think the 
Board of Trade have been wisely advised 


‘in adopting some such provision as this. 
| As I pointed out on Clause 4 in regard to 


the qualifications of directors, it is capable 
of being set aside by fixing in the Articles 
that the qualification should only be one 
share or a verynominal sum. Therefore, 
in connection with this supposed protec- 
tion to the public of a minimum subscrip- 


| tion, all that is necessary is for a joint 
_ stock company to state that the minimum 


subscription is to be a mere nominal 
figure. I know the answer will be that 


2Q2 
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at s]1 events the public will have notice, 
nd I admit that that is a very good answer 
to a certain point. I wish, however, 

to point out the danger of grafting 


Companies 


upon joint stock company laws a number | 


of harassing and futile conditions, when 
it is perfectly well known that the cases 
of fraud which you are trying to protect 
the public against are only an infini- 
tesimal proportion. There are a number 
of companies who do not need these 
harassing restrictions placed upon them, 
and I think that point ought be well borne 
in mind by the right hon. Gentleman. 
There is also another restriction about the 
amount of money which each shareholder 
has to pay on application ; but there again, 
it is merely a nominal amount, which will 
not bring any substantial sum into the 
coffers of the company for the purpose of 
protecting the creditors, and this particu- 
lar clause we are now considering is the 
passing of a minimum which will be 
perfectly fair. 


Sm ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): The explanation is very 
simple. Noman in his senses would sub 
scribe to a company, the minimum sub- 
scription of which was placed at a merely 
nominal figure. We can never protect 
persons so silly as to do that, but that is 
no reason why we should not protect 
others. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: The evil 
which this clause strikes at is probably 
the very worst which has occurred in 
company administration, namely, pro- 
ceeding to allotment on_ insufficient 
capital. The vendors and others receive 
their money, and then the company is left 
without sufficient assets to conduct its 
business. The clause is required, and I 
cannot concur with my hon. friend that it 
might be eluded by stating the nominal 
amount at which allotment would take 
place. What would the public think of 
a company with a nominal capital of 


{COMMONS} 
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| pany at a meeting of the Board proceed 
to allotment without consulting the share. 
holders at all. They act independently 
of the shareholders, and that is a Very 
great evil indeed. My hon. friend's 
Amendment provides that the directors 
shall take the shareholders into their con- 
| fidence, and if the shareholders deliber. 
jately advise the directors to proceed to 
allotment on the capital subscribed, that 
is a fair and reasonable corollary to the 
'clause. Suppose it was provided that 
| £100,000 was the minimum, and that the 
subscription fell short of that amount by 
only £100, that would be an embarrassing 
situation, and a great deal of money 
would be lost, although it might be found 
quite practicable to deal with the con- 
pany, with the assent of the shareholders, 
If a company in such a position had to 
be dissolved, the stamp duty and all the 
| preliminary expenses would be lost. It 
|may be said that this Amendment opens 
| the door to abuse. I admit there may he 
| cases in which it may be abused, but I 
| think the principle of the Amendment is 
| right—insufficient subscription by a small 
|amount, the practical performance of 


/every object by the company, and the § 
| directors acting, not of their own accord, | 
| but with the consent of the shareholders. | 


| I think it is a very strong proposal. 

Sir ROBERT REID said he agreed 
| with the President of the Board of Trade, 
and also with the observations which had 
| been made with regard to the abuses 

which had arisen in proceeding to allot- 
| ment on insufficient capital. He thought 
this clause would not produce very good 
results, partly for the reasons which had 
been already stated, and also because 
there was nothing to prevent collusive 
applications. That was a very common 
‘form of clause, but he thought a coach 
‘and six might be run through it by a 
ingenious company promoter. He felt 
that the clause would very likely prove o 
very small value. 


£100,000, the directors of which proposed | 


to proceed to allotment on £10? I should 
like the House, nevertheless, to consider 
whether my hon. friend the Member for 
Walsall has not introduced an Amend- 
ment which may have an advantage- 
ous effect. [ admit at once the 
evil, and I think this clause provides a 
remedy. What form does the evil take ? 
Why this, that the directors of a com- 
Mr. Perks. 





Sir JAMES JOICEY said that if wha 
| he would call fraudulent promoters were 
allowed to go to allotment with a very 

small capital, they would probably make 
a market of the shares, as was done ll 
cases where no prospectus was issued. H 
thought it would be unwise to accept the 
|Amendment. After all, people did noj 
| go into a company because of the amouty 
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of qualification which the directors held. 
They went into the company on the cha- 
racter of the directors. 


Question put and negatived. 


Amendment proposed, 


“In Clause 6, page 3, line 17, to leave out 
‘for public, and insert ‘ to the public for.’”— 
(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. BOND, 
multiply formalities beyond what was 
necessary. 
the minimum subscription 
inserted both 
Articles of Association and in the pro- 
spectus. 


should be 





in moving the next | 
) Amendment, said it was not desirable to | 


{24 JuLy 1900} 


Bill. 


minimum subscription should not only 
be in the Memorandum and Articles of 
Association as well as in the prospectus— 
three documents. 
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Mr. RITCHIE: In the prospectus, and 
one or other of the other two. 


Mr. PERKS: Then, do I understand 
that it could only be in the prospectus ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: It must be in the pro- 


| spectus, and it must be incorporated in 


one of the other two—either in the 
Memorandum or the Articles of Associa- 


| tion, not in both. 


He did not understand why | 


in the Memorandum or | 


If the minimum subscription | 


before proceding to allotment was stated | 
in the prospectus, that was all that was | 


necessary to protect the shareholders. 
People did not generally propose to take 
shares in a company unless they had the 
prospectus before them. The provision 
of the section was entirely new, and had 


never hitherto been seen in any Articles | 


of Association. 


Amendment proposed, 


“In page 3, line 19, to leave out the words 


‘by the Memorandum or Articles of Associa- 
tion.’ "—(Mr. Bond.) 


Question proposed, “That the words | 
proposed to be left out stand part of the | 


Bill.” 


\ . i y q Sé i Ss i J o 
ir RITCHIE said the a. of | Clause 6 so as to meet the case of the 
capital was one of so important and vital | 


a character in connection with the forma- 
tion of a company that he thought it 
ought to be entered in something more 
than the prospectus. That was why it was 
thought that it ought to be definitely laid 
down that the minimum subscription 


Mr. PERKS: Very often in the in- 
corporation of a company in the first 
instance it was impossible to say what 
was the amount of the minimum capital 
it would be wise to go to allotment on. 
Very often when the Articles of Associa- 


_ tion and the Memorandum were registered 


for the purchase of a large number of com- 
panies—in many cases in the incorpora- 
tion of banks, and particularly in the case 
of the Amalgamation of large industrial 
concerns—it was almost impossible to say 
how much it would be wise to fix the 
minimum subscription at. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Other Amendments made. 


Mr. RITCHIE said the Amendment 


he now moved was to redeem a pledge he 


| 


which would entitle a company to go to | 
allotment should be named in the Articles | 


of Association as well as the prospectus. 


Mr. PERKS said the effect of putting it 
in the Articles of Association would be that 
it could be altered by special resolution. 
The effect of putting it inthe Memorandum 
would be that it would be unalterable. 
The point was this—whether they should 
how agree that the amount of the 





gave to the Grand Committee to amend 


failure of any bank in which money 
received from applicants for shares was 
deposited. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In Clause 6, page 4, line 4, at end to insert 
‘from the expiration of the forty-eight days, 
provided that a director shall not be liable if 
he proves that the loss of the money was not 
due to any misconduct or negligence on his 
part.’ ”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir ROBERT REID said he was not a 
member of the Grand Committee, and 
was not acquainted with any arrange- 
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ment come to in regard to this matter. 


It was a small matter, and therefore it | 
was not worth while saying many words | 


about it. Still he must say that the 


Amendment did not commend itself to | 


his sense of equity. If directors took 
from subscribers sums ef money which 
they were pledged to return if the mini- 


mum allotment was not subscribed, it | 


seemed to him that they should be under 
such obligation to restore it that they 
would be quite certain that it was in 


custody where it would be absolutely | 


safe. 
the Committee in pressing the matter, for 


{COMMONS} 


He would not waste the time of | 


loss in this way was very unlikely to | 


occur often. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


| at 


*Mr. MARKS said there were provi- | 


sions in Sub-section 6 which it would not 


be desirable to limit to the first allot- | 


ment of shares. His object in moving 
the omission of the sub-section was for 


the purpose of calling attention to a grave | 
defect in the Bill which was discussed in | 
the Committee upstairs, and in respect of | 
which he at least understood that it was | 


to be dealt with at a later stage. By 
Sub-section 3 of the clause the amount 
payable on each share on application was 
5 per cent. of the nominal amount of the 
share. The whole of the section did not 
apply to the allotment of shares sub- 
sequent to the first allotment. If there 
was a point on which the public and 
others familiar with joint stock companies 
had been unanimous since this Bill had 
been before the public it was that com- 
panies should not proceed to allotment 
with insutficient capital. The stock ex- 
changes, the chambers of commerce, the 
Institute of Secretaries, the Registrar of 
Joint Stock Companies, and the Inspector- 
General in Bankruptcy were unanimous 
as to the extreme importance of not 
permitting companies, as far as the 
law could prevent them, to go to 
allotment with insufficient capital. 
The first condition of allotment on a sufii- 
cient capital was that there should be 
some guarantee that the applications were 
made in good faith, that they were not 
bogus applications, that they were not 
made for the purpose of carrying on stock 
market deals, and for the purpose of en- 
trapping the unwary. Five per cent. was 
the smallest possible amount that should 
Sir Robert Reid. 
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{ be paid on subscription. Smallas it was, 
| it was some guarantee of the good faith 
of the applicant. It created the impres- 
| sion at least that he was not altogether a 
mau of straw. But if it was important in 
respect of the first allotment of shares 
that there should be some payment in 
cash on application, surely it was equally 
important that on the subsequent allot- 
ment of shares there should be some pay- 
j}ment in cash. What was the situation 
i created by Sub-section 6% It was this, 
There was an invitation to the promoter 
who desired to conduct his business dis- 
honestly—and he assumed that, to a 
certain extent, this Bill was aimed 
dishonest promoters—there was a 
direct invitation to make the _ first 
issue of shares a formal issue. In 
connection with that issue he had to obey 
the injunction laid down in the section, 
but in respect of that first issue only. It 
might be an issue of 10,000 shares, and it 
might be worth while to provide 5 per 
cent. on application, and therefore, so far 
as the 10,000 shares were concerned, 
there was a genuine subscription. Having 
once complied with the law in connection 
with that purely formal first issue, he was 
at liberty to ignore ali the safeguards 
contained in that clause. He was at 
liberty a month or three months after, 
or at any time, to issue 190,000 shares to 
the public, and he was not obliged to 


| 


observe any of the obligations laid 
down. What was more - significant 


in respect of that subsequent issue was 
that he was not required to make any 
amount payable in cash on application. 
It was infinitely more important that 
there should be a payment on application 
in the case of the subsequent issues than 
in the case of the first issue. He begged 
to move the omission of the clause. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 8, to leave out Sub-section 
6 of Clause 6.”—(M[r. Marks.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out to the word ‘for, 
in line 9, stand part of the Bill.” 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said his hon. 
friend admitted that the greater part of 
this provision would be quite inapplicable 
except to the first allotment. With regard 
to subsequent applications to the public 





to take shares, a certain protection was 
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given in Clause 6, Sub-section 6, which 
dealt with the starting of companies. 
He did not undervalue what his hon. 
friend had said with regard to subse- 





j quent issues to the public, but surely | 
Fthe greater part of 


the fraud whica 
they “had to deal with 
nected with what was termed “ proceed- 
ing to al lotment.” He asked his hon. 
to press his Amendment, but 
ith the fact that they 
case which was 


iriel nd not 
rest content wl 
with the most 


dealt 


i prevalent. 


4 


Sin ROBERT REID: I think the hon. 


BH Member has shown by his criticism the 


eakness of the whole case. Let 
ve an illustration from the Report of 
the Board of Trade. A company named 
; had a prospectus with most ex- 


me 


Vimbos 


callent names for directors and solicitors. , 


The sum of £165,000 was offered for sub- 
sription, and the public subseribed 
$535. There was £44,500 underwritten 
by bogus subseribers. The company 
went into liquidation, and it was a down- 
swindle from beginning to end, and 
this was only one of many of the kind. 
In this case it was the original application 
for shares: but as the hon. Member has 
ed out, there might have been an 
ginal application of a perfectly formal 
character; and I will undertake to say 
that this formal application, when this 
Bill is passed, will become a matter of 
course, and this swindle might still be 
prpetrated. What the learned Attorney 
General has said is quite true, as the hon. 


woht 


to 





i Member himself admits—that a consider- 
of this clause is not applicable in | 


able part 
Its terms 
first application for shares ; 
and Sub-section 5 


and forms to anvthing but the 
‘v o 
but Sub-see 


tion 3 might be 


left out, and instead of omitting the 
whole of Sub-section 6 there might 
be inserted after the word “section” 


the words “except Sub-sections 3 and 
j.” That would at least preserve for 
wsond applications some of the very 
small benetits which are conferred by this 
vetion. I have nothing more to say in 
regard to this point ; but it is quite clear 


from the way the clause is drawn that you 
cannot retain the benefit of the whole of | 
the clause for every application for shares. 
That is, to my mind, one of the great 
defects of this Bill, because 
make any provision for that at all; but by 
moving the Amendment in the form It 
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had been con- | 


had | 


| machinery of the Bill. 


it does not | 
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| suggest it might do some good, and make 
the exception a little wider. 


Sr JAMES JOICEY: This only 
shows the difficulty which arises in every 
part of this Bill. Supposing this Amend- 
ment is accepted, where are you placing 
yourself in the case of a company which 
was incorporated nid years ago, and 
‘finds it necessary to issue more capital ? 

Possibly the minimum amount upon 
| which to go to allotment would have to 
| be stated in the Articles of Association 
'or the Memorandum. If it was stated in 

the Memorandum it could not be altered. 

I do not see, if this Amendment were 

accepted, how you could issue other shares 
and still comply with the Memorandum 
fixing the minimum on which you should 
go toallotment. So far as I know, I think 
it would alter altogether the working of 


~_ clause if the Amendment were 
accepted. I know a most prosperous com- 
pany in the north of England which has 


just issued £750,000. It was incorporated 
twenty years ago, and if this Bill had been 
in operation without the section to which 
the hon. Gentleman opposite objects, then 
[ do not see how they could have com- 
plied with the Act at all in their second 
allotment of shares. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON: I hope 
| the House will adopt the Amendment of 
friend the Me for St. 
Some restriction 


mi] yor 


is sought to 


my hon. 
George's. 
be put upon the lodging of bogus capital, 


but a limit of 5 per cent. upon application 


money is a very small amount. <A con- 
crete case will show what it means. 
Supposing it is desired by a small syndi- 
carte to get a capital of £100,000. Ti will 


be necessary to subscribe £5,000, and by 
providing this sum amongst themselves 
they may get into their hands the whole 
of the shares, and by a judicious pooling 
arrangement and sales on the Stock Ex- 
change they may put the shares on the 
market at a very large premium. This 
abuse is inadequately dealt with by the 
You will have, in 
every case a speculative and fraudulent 
companies, two issues. You will have a 
form: i issue and allotment, and you will 
| have an effective issue and allotment. 
The forma! issue will necessarily be a 
because 5 per cent. of it 
the persons who 
it is said in 


small one, 
| must be subscribed by t 
take the shares. Suppose 
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the prospectus that the company is to 
have a capital of £500,000 in shares. 
The first and formal allotment under the 
machinery of this Act will probably be 
an allotment of £25,000. In this case 
the provision of the clause will have been 
most scrupulously observed. The first 
issue on allotment having been made, and 
the company duly registered, the second 
and effective allotment will then proceed 
to be made, and the persons who sub- 
scribed for the shares with hands entirely 
free from all the fetters which this Act 
imposes will proceed to practise the arts 
of speculative company promoters. I hope 
that the right hon. Gentleman will look 
upon this Amendment with a little more 
favour. 


Compa nies 


Mr. RITCHIE: It has been admitted 
on all hands that the clause as it stands 
would be inapplicable in many respects 
to second issues. I think my hon. and 
learned friend has failed to notice the 
effect of Sub-section D in Clause 12, 
which provides— 

“The minimum subscription on which the 
directors may proceed to allotment, and the 
amount payable on application and allotment 
on each share; and in the case of a second or 
subsequent offer of shares, the amount offered 
for subscription on each previous allotment, 
and the amount actually allotted; and the 
amount, if any, paid on such shares.” 


Surely that would entirely meet the case 


which the hon. and learned Member 
suggests. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.): I 
hope the Government will give further 
consideration to the modified form of the 
Amendment suggested by the hon. and 
learned Member opposite. The five per 
cent. payable on application is a very 
small matter, and I have no doubt that 
the hon. Member who has moved this 
Amendment would be quite willing to 
accept the suggestion which has been 
mide if the Government could see their 
way to except Sub-sections 3 and 5. 1 
think this small concession would meet 
the views of the House. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I will agree to that. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Other Amendments made. 
Mr. Lawson Walton. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 1096 
*Mr. LAWSON WALTON: [ hope 


the right hon. Gentleman will see his way 
to allow some little modification of Sub- 
clause 2, Section 7. The section runs— 
“If any director of a company knowingly 
contravenes or permits or authorises the con- 
travention of any of the foregoing provisioas of 
this Act with respect to allotment he shall be 
liable to compensate the company and the 
allottee respectively for any loss, damages, 
or costs which the company or the allottee 
may have sustained or incurred thereby.” 
So that the liability of the director is to 
compensate any person who has sustained 
a loss in consequence of that contraven- 
tion. Now, the proviso is— 


“ Provided that proceedings to recover such 
loss, damages, or costs sha'l not be commenced 
after the expiration of one year from the date 
of the allotment.” 


I think I shall be supported by the 
House if I say so brief a limitation 
attached to a civil liability is almost un- 
known to our law. The House will see 
that the director sought to be affected is 
one who has knowingly contravened the 
provisions of the Act. The remedy is not 
given against a neglectful or indifferent 
director, but a director who knowingly 
contravenes the Act of Parliament. Now, 
I submit to the House that this director 
is far toc leniently treated, because after 
the expiration of one year from the date of 
allotment, however flagrant his contra- 
vention may be, he escapes scot free. 
That is far too indulgent to the director 
who knowingly contravenes the statute. 
Again, the period within which the 
remedy is to be enforced is far too 
short for the person suffering loss. 
He has only twelve months in which to 
discover the loss and the breach of duty 
which caused the loss, and to institute 
proceedings for the recovery occasioned by 
the loss. All this is to be done in twelve 
months. If one looks at the analo- 
gous periods in this and other statutes 
it will be found a very much longer 
limit is allowed. Under Section 6, Sub- 
section 4, there is no period fixed ; there- 
fore, I take it, the directors may be com- 
pelled to repay the allotment money 
within six years, inasmuch as in similar 
circumstances, under the Directors 
Liability Act of 1890, the Covrt of Ap 
peal recently decided that an action may 
be brought any time within six years. 
In both these cases you have to deal with 
a defendant whose liability arises from 
carelessness or indifference. In that case 
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a director who causes the prospectus 
to be issued without having reason- 
able ground for believing it is true, is 
liable for six years ; but in this case we 
have a favoured director, who escapes all 
liability after the expiration of one year 
from the date of allotment. I fail to see 
any ground for that exceptional treat- 
ment, and, therefore, I say if a limitation 
is to be allowed at all, that period should 
not commence until the person com- 
plaining has found out that the breach of 
duty has been committed. If my Amend- 
ment is accepted the section will ruan— 


Companies 


“provided that proceedings to recover such 
loss, damages, or costs shall not be commenced 
after the expiration of one year from the date at 
which the fault complained of may, by reason- 
able diligence, have been discovered.” 


The person complaining then will have to 
use the utmost diligence, because he has 
only a year to do it in. These derelic 
tions of duty are never discovered for 
some time, because those who contravene 
the Statute always take very good care 
to cover up their traces. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 4, line 24, to leave out the words 
‘of the allotment,’ and insert the words ‘at 
which the default complained of might by 
reasonable diligence have been discovered by 
the persons seeking compensation.’ ”—(Mr. 
Lawson Walton.) — 


Question proposed, “That the words 
"ire to be left out stand part of the 
ill.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I hope the 
House will not accept this Amendment, 
for this reason. It is very desirable, so 
far as we can, to make the period of limi- 
tation definite. I am quite aware that in 
certain cases it is necessary to have the 
statutory period dependent upon know- 
ledge of the fraud. 
principle, it is desirable to have a definite 
time from which the statutory liability is 
to run, and not to say “from the time 
when the plaintiff might have reasonably 
discovered the fraud,” which would open 
the door to a great many things which 
would not be desirable. ‘There are other 
objections, if one looks at the section, to 
the form of this Amendment. In the 
ordinary course of things these irregu- 
larities would be found ont at the statu- 
tory meeting of the company, if not 


sooner ; but if the period of limitation is | 
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Still, as a general | 
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considered too short, and if it will be 
accepted, to save discussion we would 
consent to its being made two years 
instead of one. 


Mr. HALDANE pointed out that 
the arguments of the Attorney General 
would have been of great force had 
they been introducing a _ period of 
limitation of liability in the case of 
the indifference or neglect of a director, 
but in this case their limitation was 
directed against directors who “ know- 
ingly ” contravened the Statute. He was 
not sure as to these irregularities being 
discovered at the date of the statutory 
meeting. Some things would not be dis- 
covered until the company had gone some 
way in its history. This clause was for 
the purpose of protecting innocent persons 
against directors who knowingly deceived 
them, and in limiting the period in this 
form, the Bill went a good deal further 
than the courts, which laid down the 
principle that the period of limitation 
should run from the date when the fraud 
was discovered. 


Mr. RITCHIE thought that the 
director had some claim to consideration, 
because all directors were not fraudulent. 
All contraventions of the Statute were not 
fraudulent. Nor had sufficient weight 
been given to the argument that an inno- 
cent director might have to undergo pains 
and penalties extending over an indefinite 
period if the Amendinent was accepted. 
Although a man who was guilty of fraud 
deserved no consideration, the man who 
was charged only with fraud, did de- 
serve consideration. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman looked at this question from a 
different standpoint from his. He could 
understand the ardour with which the 
hon. and learned Gentleman liked 
the shooting operation, but the person 
shot at did not like’ it, es- 
pecially if the time during which 
he might be shot at was an indefinite 
period. For what might happen 
The person who thought he was injured, 
and might subsequently come with an 
action against the director, might be con- 
tent to lie quiet so long as the company 
was prosperous, but if there came a pros- 
pect of winding up, this same gentleman, 
who was quite prepared to submit to all 
these intolerable grievances while he was 
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receiving his 5 or 10 per cent. dividend, 
would come forward and say, “Good 
gracious, here is a prospect of my getting 
out of my liability ; I will raise an action 
at once against the directors.” 


Companies 


definite one, but the Government was 
prepared to accept the extension to two 


{COMMONS} 
‘that, but that I 
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had compassion for a 


director who was shot at who had not 
| done so. 


There | 
was no reason to make the period an in- | 


years, and if that was accepted by hon. | 


Members opposite, a step would have 

been taken towards settling one of the 

difficult points of this Bill. 
Mr. BRYCE said, as 


hon. Members 


| clause. 


TINT 


Mr. HEDDERWICK said the clause 
showed undue tenderness towards cr 
persons by limiting the liability to twelve 
months. There was no such limitation 
in Clause 6, under which an action at 
law would lie for six years, and the same 
principle ought to be applied to this 
There was no reason for limi ting 
the liability of a director who, in the 





| words of the Bill, “ knowingly contravenes 


were anxious to save time, and what was | 
ofiered by the right hon. Gentleman oppo- | 


site would be a substantial improvement 


in the Bill, he hoped the House would | 


accept it. 


Sik JAMES JOICEY expressed sur- 
prise that the Government should have 
accepted the extension of the limit of the 
two years. It appeared to him that any- 
one reading the clause must come to the 
conclusion that every director was 
expected to know the iaw in every detail, 


and that he was brought under the penalty 
of having to refund the capital of the 


company if he contravened the Act. From 
his experience, he could say that every 
board of directors that he was acquainted 
with had had to have their solicitors at 
their elbows in order that they might be 
told when they were contravening the 
Act or not. When one considered the 
liability which directors would take upon 
themselves when this Bill became an Act, 
he would greatly surprised if any 
honest man, unless he was a fool, would 


} 
ne 


submit to come under such provisions as 
these. 

Sirk ALFRED HICKMAN, supposing 
the case of a director dying, asked how 


his executors would ever be able to wind 
up his estate if it were to be subject to a 
liability of this kind for an indefinite 
period. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) 
said that he did not understand the 
tenderness of the right hon. Gentleman 
towards a director who knowingly con- 
travened the Statute. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I said distinetly I had 


or permits or authorises the contraven- 
tion of any of the fore 2 provisions of 
this Act with respect to allotment.” 


FO} n 


| Mr. Li 1g CHERE said the Presi- 
ident of the doar 1 of Trade and those 
who supports him seemed to have a 
very curious idea as to what constituted 


honesty i in a director. It 
to be somethii 
of any other human being 
to be made to allow them to do 
which other pers would not be 
allowed to do, in order to induce them 
to becom direct rs, The clause said 
that if 


know ingl ’ contravened 
the law, ‘d anybody else to do 


Was supposed 
lifferent to that 
¢, and laws were 
things 





o ian ] , 
ig entirely « 


5 


red dir CLO 


or permites 


so, he was subject to certain penalties; 
but if his criminality jouaiied undis- 
' covered for twelve months, he was to be 


allowed to go scot free. They might as 
vell say that if a dircetor knowingly 
stole a watch, and the owner did not dis- 





cover his loss in twelve months, the 
director should be allowed to go free. 
He protested against this doctrine of 
putting a premium on dicks mesty, and 
against the idea that honest men would 


it might not be able 
| everyone was liable 
| newspaper 


no compassion for a director who did | 


Mr. Ritchie. 


unless 
nestly. 


not become directors 
allowed to act dish 
desire to treat a d 
body else, but, on th 
no inclination to 
Possibly a director might have an action 
brought against him after the expiration 
of a year, and the individual who brought 
to prove his case ; but 
to that, especially 
propriet and if this conces- 
sion was to be made to company directors 
then a r proprietors should be in- 
cluded in : As to the point raised by the 
hon. tae opposite as to a diree- 
tor dying, and whether there is any 
liability upon his executors, he could 
only that if a director died 


they were 
He had no 
ctor worse than any- 
e other hand, he had 
treat him __ better. 








ors, 


Say 
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he might be let off, because in all proba- | 


bility he would be punished in another | 
yorld ; but so long as he was in this world 
let him remain liable to be punished if 
necessity arose. 


Mr. LAWSON 
leave to withdraw 
favour of that of the Attorney General. 


WALTON 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment made. 


Mr. egg 

Amendment standing i in the name of the 
hon, Member for North-west Durham. His 
object in doing so was to call attention to 
the clause, and to elicit from the Govern- 
ment some explanation with regard to it. 
The clause seemed to deprive the public 
of a protection which they had hitherto 
possessed, and the shareholders of the 
company of important rights which they 


had been accustomed to endow them- 
selves with under their Articles of Asso- 
cation. The clause provided certain 
conditions under which the company 
might commence business. They had 
to satisfy the Joint Stock Registrar 
that they had complied with all 
the requisite conditions laid down 


forthat purpose. ‘The conditions were that 
the secretary of the company or one of the 
directors should make a statutory declara- 
tion on two points, and two points only. 
In the first piace, he was to declare—and 
this was a condition precedent not merely 
to the commencement of the business, 1 
but also to the exercise of any borrowing 
powers of the company—that the mini- 
mum subscription had been provided by 


the applicants for the shares of the com- | 


pany, and that shares had been allotted to 
an amount not less in the whole than the 
minimum subscription. 


the company was launched to the world | 
and commenced business. What was the | 
other condition? It was that the direc- | 
tor whose qualification had been specified | 
in the preceding clause must pay to the 

company on cach of the shares taken, or 
contracted to be taken by him, a propor- 

tion equal to the proportion payable on 

application and allotment on the shares | 
offered for public subscription. Say that | 
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begged | 
his Amendment in ! 


| totally at 
| ordinary course in limited companies. It 


PERKS beeved leave to move the | 


; was according to public policy. 


That was the! 
first thing the secretary had to do before | 
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the limit on application would be some- 
thing like 5 per cent., the director 
would have to subscribe 1s. per share 
on application and ls. on allotment. 
Thereupon the secretary went to 


| the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies, 


and made a statutory declaration and 
came out with a certificate—without, he 
presumed, any note or comment in it— 
that the company, which might be a 
perfectly bogus company, was entitled to 
commence business. But there was 


' another condition in Sub-section 3 which 


was very extraordinary, and to his mind 
variance with what was the 


was the usage that contracts made 
by a company before they were entitled 
to commence business were subject to 
confirmation by the shareholders. 


Mr. RITCHIE: That has nothing to 
do with the Amendment moved by 
hon. Member, which is for the omission 
of Sub-section (). 


the 


Mr. PERKS said he would put him- 


self in order by moving—-as he wa 
entitled to do-—the omission of all the 


words from line 29, page 4, to line 9 on 
the next page. What he wanted to point 
out was that this clause was a direct 
premium given to launching bogus com- 
panies on the world with the imprimatur 
of a Government Department upon them. 
Directly this certificate was issued by 
this functionary on these illusory con- 
ditions, every contract which had been 
made before the company commenced 
business became absolutely binding, and 
not subject to the confirmation of the 
shareholders, however absurd or ruinous 
it might he. He did not think that 
He 
moved the Amendment standing on the 
Paper. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 30, to leave out paragraph 
(b), of Sub-section (1), of Clause 8.”—(M7. 
Perks.) 


Question proposed, ‘That paragraph 
(b) of Sub-section (1) of Clause 8 stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Srr ROBERT FINLAY said when the 


hon. Member found he could not reconcile 
Amendment he originally 


the moved 
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ONLpU nites 


with his speech he moved another, but | 
finally ended by moving the Amend- | 


ment standing in the name of the 
hon. Member for North-west Durham, 
who was present, but did not him- 
self move it. The 8th Clause, which 
the hon. Member proposed to deal 
with in this summary fashion, provided 
very wholesome restrictions on com- 
mencing business. A company was 
not to commence business, or exercise 
any borrowing powers, until the shares 
had been allotted to an amount not less 
in the whole than the minimum subscrip- 
tion, and until every director had paid to 
the company on each of the shares taken, 
or contracted to be taken by him, and for 
which he was liab!e to pay in cash, a pro- 
portion equal to the proportion payable 
on application and allotment on the shares 
offered for public subscription, and further 
until there had been filed with the regis- 
trar a statutory declaration by the secre- 
tary or one of the directors that the 
aforesaid conditions had been complied 
with. And then there was the provision 
that any contracts made by the company 
before the date at which it was entitled 
to commence business should be pro- 
visional only, and should not be binding 
on the company until that date. Surely 
these were most wholesome provisions, 
and their effect would not unduly restrict 
the operations of a company. He really 
totally failed to see how the hon. Gentle- 
man could contend that the imposition 
of these wholesome restrictions would 
promote the formation of bogus companies, 
and he hoped the Amendment would not 
be adopted. 


Sik ROBERT REID said that by Sub- 
section 3 contracts made by a company 
before the date at which it was entitled 
to commence business would be pro- 
visional only, but on that date they were 
to become binding. Now, the Attorney 
General was perfectly aware that there 
were certain classes of contracts entered 
into antecedent to the formation of the 
company which were in a suspended state 
until the directors and shareholders had 
had full opportunity of considering 
whether they were right and proper for 
the company to enter into. Would the 
Attorney General take steps to insert 
words to prevent these contracts being 
made binding by statute on the date the 
company commenced business ? 


Sir Robert Finlay. 


factory explanation of the 
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Sirk ROBERT FINLAY said the sub- 
section applied only to contracts made by 
the company, and not by other persons 
as trustees for the company previous to 
the formation of the company. Of 
course, if there was any other objection 
to the contracts the effect of the sub- 
section would not be to make them 
binding. 


Mr. PERKS said that after the satis. 
Attorney 
General he would withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. H.S. FOSTER moved, “ In Clause 
8, page 5, line 17, to omit the words 
‘which has commenced business,’ in order 
to insert ‘ registered.’” The effect of the 
Amendment would be to exclude the 
application ef the provisions of the section 
to companies which had been registered 
before the passing of the Act. There 
were many companies which during the 
last few days had been formed with many 
millions of capital, and they might pro- 
ceed to allotment without having stated 
in their prospectus the minimum amount 
of subscription. 


Mr. RITCHIE said he was inclined to 
accept the Amendment. 


Amendment agreed to. 


*Mr. MARKS moved to omit Sub-sec- 
tion 7 of Clause 8 The clause itself, 
he said, contained some very wholesome 
provisions with reference to the conditions 
under which a company was to be allowed 
to commence business. No company was 
to commence business until it had obtained 
a certificate from the registrar, and until 
that event no contract was binding on the 
company. But by Sulb-section 7 this 
clause was not to apply to a company 
where there was no intention to ask the 
public to subscribe for its shares. But if, 
after registration, and at a later stage, 
that company issued an invitation to the 
public to subscribe for its shares, would 
the section then become operative for the 
first time ; and if so, would the contracts 
which had been already made absolute 
cease to be absolute? And must the 
company cease to carry on business until 
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it had obtained another certificate from | 
the registrar under the provisions of this | 
clause? According to the clause no com- | 
pany could commence business unless it | 
issued a prospectus on the same day that | 
it applied for registration. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 5, line 19, to leave out Sub-see- 
tion 7.” —(Mr. Marks.) 

Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 
(7) stand part of the Bill.” 


Smk ROBERT FINLAY said that he 
could not agree with his hon. friend, 
although he admitted there might be some 
ambiguity in the sub-section. He did not 
think that the words, “ Where there is no 
invitation to the public to subscribe for 
its shares,” could be taken in the sense 
which the hon. Member songht to impute 
tothem. In the case of a private com- 
pany the clause would not apply; but 
where shares were put upon the market 
the restrictions of the clause ought to 
apply. 


Mr. FAITHFULL BEGG (Glasgow. 
St. Rollox) asked whether there was any 
definition of the phrase, “ invitation to the 
public to subscribe.” Unless there was 
such definition they would never know 
whether a company had applied to the 
public for subscriptions. Advertisement 
was a well-known means of invitation, 
but would the printing of a prospectus 
and sending it out marked “ private and 
confidential ”-—-which was quite a common 
case—be an invitation to the public to 
subscribe? That would be practically an 
appeal to the public, although technically 
it might not. 


Mr. RITCHIE said that the question 
had already been answered. Of course 
the clause did not give an absolute and 
final definition of what was “an invitation 
to the public to subscribe.” He should 
say that it meant generally when the 
public were asked to subscribe for shares. 
He agreed with the Attorney General 
that his hon. friend’s fears were ground- 
less, but suggested that the following 
words might meet the objection raised :— 
“This section shall not apply to any 


{24 Juty 1900} 
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Mr. BILLSON (Halifax) said that the 
shares might be held by the promoters 
for a month or two and then offered to 
the public. He did not think the Attor- 
ney General had disposed of the difficulty 
which the hon. Member had raised. 


Mr. BRYCE hoped the House would 
see how serious the difficulty was. The 
Attorney General was obliged to admit 
that the construction put upon the clause 
by the hon. Member for St. George’s 
was a possible construction. The sug 


gested Amendment of the President 
of the Board of Trade did not 
carry them much _ further. More- 


over it was an admission that there was 
considerable uncertainty about the clause. 
They did not want to give more work to 
the lawyers. As it was the Bill would 
give plenty. Therefore he hoped that, in 
one way or another, the Government 
would see their way to have the clause 
redrafted. 


Mr. RITCHIE said that after the 
criticisms that had been made he would 
undertake to confer upon the matter with 
the Lord Chancellor. 


*Mr. MARKS said that after the under- 
taking of his right hon. friend he was 
willing to withdraw his Amendment. 


Mr. H. 8. FOSTER said there was a 
certain class of companies which would 
not have to go to the registrar for a cer- 
tificate to commence business, so long as 
they could say of themselves that they 
were 2a private company. But that 
private company might find it necessary 
to make an appeal to the public after- 
wards, and would the provisions of the 
clause come into operation then, or would 
they have a retrospective effect? He 
trusted his right hon. friend would direct 
attention to the point so that it could be 
considered in another place. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY quite recognised 
the importance of having this matter 
thoroughly reconsidered, as, unless there 
was some provision of the kind now pro- 
posed, the whole clause would be useless. 


company where the shares of the company The more he saw of these clauses the more 
are not already offered to the public for | satisfied was he that the Bill was not 
subscription.” 


understood by even its framers. 
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Mr. PERKS asked 
existing rights of 
served in the case of private companies. 


{COM 


whether all the 


Compan les 


Mr. RITCHIE: 


Mr. PERKS instanced the case of a 
company which, registered for private and 
family purposes with a large amount of 
capital, was about to make a public issue. 
When such a company had adopted, or 
would in futwreadoptasa privatecompany, 
the existing proceedure, and then later 
on made a public issue, would it have 
to goto the Joint Stock Registry for a 
certificate to enable it to commence 
business, and comply with the different 
conditions !aid down in this clause 4 


Sir EDWARD CARSON pointed out 
that in such a company would 
have already The 
clause would apply only to new companies. 
A great deal of the difficulty which had 
been raised by hon. Members would have 
been disposed of if they had read the 
section already passed, providing that 
allotments should not be made until the 
minimum subscription of capital was 
fortheoming. ‘he whole question hinged 
upon that, and the two clauses must be 
read together, 


case tne 


commenced business. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON said that the diffi- 
culty was occasioned by trying to make 
one set of words fit two quite distinct 
states of circumstances. The cases of 
issues before and after the company had 
commenced }usiness had better have been 
dealt with separately. 


) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. H. S. FOSTER moved to insert 
in Clause 9, line 22, after the word 
“ shares,” the words “as the result of a 
public issue.” This clause required a 
return within a limited 


allotment. Manifestly the allotment 


was the general allotment of shares ; but 
it frequently happened that a small 
number were allotted at various times, | 
and there clearly could be no object in 
enacting that in 
should be made 
penalties. 


such cases the return 
under pain of heavy 





registration were re- | 


That is the intention. 


period after | 
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“In paged, line 22, after the word ‘shares,’ 
to insert the words ‘as the result of a publie 
Be oo - 

issue.’ ”—(Mr. Harry Foster.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE pointed out 
that the issue of shares took place after 
the allotment, and therefore an allotment, 
while it might be the result of an inyj- 
tation to the public, could not possibly 
be the result of an issue. 


*Mr. MARKS: I the Amend 
ment will not be adopted, as it will take 
all the value from the provision. It is 
of the utmost importance that records 
/of allotments, and the other matters set 
| forth in this section, should be open to 
| public inspection, aud should be filed 
‘more particularly in the case of those 
companies which do not make public 
issues. The House will remember that 
there are other ways of selling shares 
than by means of public issues, and it 
is particularly desivabie that an eye 
should be kept on the companies whieh 
do not make public issues, but do make 
allotments. 


hope 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. RITCHIE stated that the series of 
‘Amendments standing next in his name 
were with reference to a clause inter- 
polated in Committee at the instance of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen. The Government 
had consented to the repeal of 
Section 25 of Companies Act, 
which imposed a very onerous fine 
upon any person holding shares other 
than shares paid for in cash, and which 
|had not been registered. The result of 
non-registration in the case of an innocent 
holder might years afterwards be very 
serious, and the Government accepted the 
Amendment with the general consent of 
‘the Committee, but these slight Amend- 
| ments were necessary. 


Le 
the 


| Mr. BRYCE agreed with the state- 
| ments of the right hon. Gentleman as to 
| the proceedings in the Standing Commit- 
tee, The Amendment to repeal Section 
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95 of the Companies Act was accepted by 
the Government, but the 
the Exchequer made the condition that 
certain words should be introduced to 
safeguard the ‘Treasury and_ provide 
against the — ion of revenue which 

might arise. That was understood by 
the C asain, and therefore there was 
no objection to these Amendments. 


Companies {24 


Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 5, line 31, 
‘number.’ and insert the word 
(Mr. Sydney Gedge.) 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘number’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. F ATTHERUL L 
was more in 
appeared on the surface. 
might be a very 
“number” of shares 
me. che gross «rantity, but to call 
upon a company to decide what particular 


Amendment than 
The alteration 
matter. The 


thi 5 


serit US 


JULY 1900} 
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i the prospectus the amount and other 


Chancellor of | 


particulars ; but it was totally illegal to 
do it otherwise. Such a provision would 
be altogether fatuous in its operation, and 


| would “simply multiply the opportunities 
| for fraud. One of the results contemplated 


| should 


to leave out the word | 
‘numbers.’”— | 


BEGG. said there | 


was that the purchase-money would be 
enhanced, that the promoter would receive 
something more than the real purchase 
money, and that that “something more” 
be given by the promoter to the 
underwriter. How in the name of 
common sense did the right hon. Gentle- 
man suppose he was going to follow a 
ransaction of that kind? Unless a 
punitive law could be made effective it 


| was far better not to attempt to apply 


such a law. Another objection was that 
by the clause a considerable amount of 
mischief would be done to legitimate 
company enterprise. Underwriting was 
an exceedingly common form of putting 
a company on the market, and it was not 


| onlya perfectly legitimate process, buta per- 


would be taken to | 


feetly proper one. 
that astute bu 


When the public knew 
siness men were willing to 


| underwriteshares, it wasacertain assurance 
that the enterprise was of considerable 


numbers should be attached to particular | 


shares was imposing a very serious obli- 
gation ; and he failed to see what good 
eould pos: sibly be obtained thereby. 


Mr. RITCHIE remarked that 
Amendments he was moving were Trea- 
sury Amendments, which he had 
sented to ask the House to insert, and it 


would be rather dangerous 


from the arrangement he had made. 
He therefore could not accept the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 


Mr. ATHERLEY - JONES moved the 


value. 
3 


+ 
toe 


This clause would not only stop 
fraudulent and improper company- 
mongers, but it would materially injure 
perfectly legitimate ventures. The 


,amount paid for underwriting was regu- 


the | 


con- | 


to depart | 


lated not by the fraudulent character ~ of 
the company, but by the character of 
the enterprise and the risk inherent 


thereto. He trusted the publie would 
not be given the idea that by a pro- 
spectus having to pass through these 


various methods of Government dis- 
cipline they were thereby relieved of 
the necessity of inquiring into the 
nature of concerns to which they 
were invited to subscribe. This was a 
piece of vicious legislation, and it was 


| being forced upon the House at a most 


| improper 
| respectfully to press upon the right hon. 


omission of Clause 10. It was difficult to | 


understand why the clause, if it was use- 
ful with regard to companies which 
invited public subscriptions, should not 
be equally applicable to companies of a 
private character. He objected to the 
clause on two grounds, The clause aimed 
at the prevention of payments of com- 
missions or bonuses to persons for under- 
writing. The clause enabled that to be 
done providing there were disclosed on 





rate of speed. He ventured 
Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Trade that he should seriously consider 
the desirability of pressing this clause, 
which, in the view of a very large number 
of people interested in public companies, 
was contrary to the interests not merely 
of companies, but of the public generally. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 38, to leave out Clause 10.” 
—(Mr. Ather ley- Jones.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
‘Upon any offer of shares’ stand part of 


the Bill.” 


Companies 


Mr. PHILLIPS (Pembroke) said that 
if this clause applied to companies already 
in existence, as he believed it did, it would 
have the efiect practically of enabling 
companies to issue shares at a discount. 
Except in the case of railway companies 
and companies incorporated under special 
Acts, shares could issued at a 
discount. He instanced the case of 
company with £10 shares quoted at £ 
Until those shares came up to or above 
par, it was absolutely impossible for that 
company to issue more shares. If the 
clause under discussion became law it 
would be perfectly casy for a company 
with £10 quoted at £2, 
providing there was a clause in the 
Articles authorising it to be done, 
to issue shares at par and pay £9 per 
share for having it done. With the 
shares quoted at £2 it would be perfectly 
easy to get people to underwrite the 
shares on such conditions, as they would 
really be buying £2 shares for £1. The 
shares could he taken up in big lots, and 
afterwards sold little by little to the 
public. The effect would thus be 
to issue shares at a discount. He did 
not say whether or was an 


hot be 
a 
) 
J 


shares 


real 


not this 
advantage, but it absolutely changed the 
whole of the present company law, and 
the House should not take such a serious 
step without further consideration. 


did think 
had attracted 


Mr. RITCHIE not 
clause in the Bill 
public attention than the clause under 


any 
more 


consideration, nor was there any part of 
the proceedings connected with company 
promoting in regard to which more frau- 
dulent practices had been carried out 
than that of underwritingshares. Although 
the law at present did not permit any 
commission to be paid for underwriting, 
it was notorious that underwriting did 
take place. Instead, however, of being 
paid for by the company it was paid for 
by the promoter, who took care to get 
his money out of the company. In many 


cases it was alleged that almost 
fraudulent companies were started 
by means ot large amounts being 


paid for underwriting, and subsequently, 
by means of circulars and otherwise, 
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{shares which had been taken at 50 per 
| cent. discount were foisted upon the un- 
wary public at practically their full price, 
|The Committee of the Board of Trade in 
connection with this Bill carefully con- 
sidered whether or not the practice of 
underwriting—which might be perfectly 
legitimate — should be recognised on 
proper lines, and it was thought that the 
| best means of dealing with the subject 
was by legalising that which at present was 
illegal, with the proviso that everything 
donein this respect should be fully disclosed. 
Hon. Gentlemen could not have it both 
ways. He quite admitted that an under- 
writing commission of 5 per cent. insome 
companies might be just as necessary as a 
commission of 1 per cent. in others. It 
Was quite apparent that no men in their 
senses would take a large block of shares 
in a new company at a discount of 5 per 
cent. if they did not believe it was a good 
company and likely to do well. So far 
as he was concerned, he did not think there 
was the least fear of any company being 
injured by having to disclose the fact 
that a certain proportion of the capital 
had been underwritten; whereas if a 
company came forward which had been 
reduced to such straits as to offer to a 
syndicate or body of persons a discount 
of 50 per cent. in order to take a certain 
number of shares, then he thought that 
the public generally would draw from 
that the conclusion that the shares of that 
company were not genuine. Whether it 
was looked at from the one side or the 
other, he thought it would be wise for 
the House to accept this proposal. The 
transaction provided was a perfectly legi- 
timate one. ‘The disclosure to be made 
would have no ill effect upon a good com- 
pany, but it would have an ill effect upon 
a bad company, and it was bad companies 
that they desired to strike at. 





Sir ROBERT REID said that the great 
mischief arose because promoters made 
underwriting contracts of a most  scanda- 
lous character. If they were prepared to 
regulate the action of promoters in regard 
to underwriting contracts he should be 
very glad to see it done. But what they 
did in this clause dealt with the company 
itself, and he wished to point out this fact 
to the right hon. Gentleman: whereas 
hitherto the practice of paying money for 
underwriting had been unlawful for a 
company, this clause now authorised a 
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company to do that very dangerous thing 
which up to now they were not allowed 
to do at all by the law. That was autho- 


rised by the sub-section of Section 10. The | 


right hon. Gentleman said they might 
nullify the effect of that by providing for 
adequate disclosure, but he did not think 
the right hon. Gentleman had effected 
that in his clause, because the proposal 
was that money might be paid for this 
wretched business of underwriting. The 
words were— 

“Jf the payment of the commission and the 
amount or rate per cent. of the commission 
paid or agreed to be paid are respectively 
authorised by the Articles of Assvciation and 


disclosed in the prospectus, and the commis- | 


sion paid or agreed to be paid does not exceed 
the amount or rate so authorised.” 

Those hon. Members who were familiar 
with these matters knew that, in the first 
instance, there need not be a prospectus, 
and nothing 
The point he wished to make was that it 
was much better to have this thing, which 
was a dangerous thing, unlawful as it 
was now, because they were doing no 
good by licensing it and then limiting the 
licence. It had been said that underwrit- 
ing was a very good thing, and in some 
few cases it might be. But everybody 
knew what actually took place, and he 
would appeal to their experience upon the 
subject. The promoter himself was the 
dangerous person, for he often took all 
the shares himself for the concern, and 
afterwards handed them over to the com- 
pany. He generally made a bargain with 
the stockbroker, or somebody on the 
Stock Exchange, by which he placed a very 
large number of those shares on the 
market at a particular commission, and 
the stockbroker used all those methods of 
working the market, and all the rest of it, 
which caused the scandals with regard to 
these transactions. But whether under- 
writing was right or wrong, the point he 
wished to make was that it was better to 
have underwriting unlawful, as at present, 
rather than to legalise it. 


*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE: This clause to 
which objection has been taken is an ex- 
ceedingly important one, and I only 
regret that the audience which heard the 
hon. and learned Member for Dumfries is 
not now present. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Dr. TANNER, 
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would then be disclosed. | 
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Cork Co., Mid.). House counted, and 
forty Members being found present, 


*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE: The hon. and 
learned Member for Dumfries objected to 
this clause, because he thought it was 
better to leave certain existing customs 
‘alone than in any way to legalise them. 
I take a different view. The law as it 
stands undoubtedly prevents a company 
issuing any of its shares at a discount, 
but the obvious necessities of the case 
| have rendered it necessary to evade that 
law in a very curious way. The advan- 

tages of so doing are so great that a very 
‘large number of people who ordinarily 
would not think of disobeying the law or 
doing anything wrong consider them- 
selves perfectly justified in committing 
what may be called an evasion of the law. 

They proceed as follows: It is absolutely 
necessary to raise the capital required 
by a new company. This, as has 
been found by experience, cannot 
be done in most cases except by 
finding people to underwrite, as it is 
called, the minimum capital required to 
enable the company to commence busi- 
ness. ‘The company cannot do that 
directly, and therefore the money re- 
quired to secure the underwriting is 
added to the price paid to the vendor. 
He knows what it is, and the directors 
know what it is, but the existing share- 
holders and the subscribing public do not. 
It may be a large sum or a moderate sum, 
but the public have no knowledge of it. 
We have, therefore, an evasion of the law, 
we have secrecy, we have an unknown 
amount, and we have an abuse which this 
clause will remedy. The Government 
have, to my mind, looked this matter fairly 
in the face. They have recognised facts 
as they have found them, and have dealt 
with them accordingly. The mischief is 
that companies are not permitted to pay 
directly for underwriting, or, in other 
words, to issue shares at a discount, and, 
therefore, have to have recourse to a 
roundabout way of securing what they 
‘require. The Bill as it is framed does 
‘away with the indirectness and secrecy, 
and provides that except in the manner 
provided— 

‘* No company shall apply any of its shares 
or capital money, either directly or indirectly, 
in payment of any commission, discount, or 

| allowance to any person in consideration of his 
| subseribing or agreeing to subscribe, whether 
; absolutely or conditionally, for any shares of 


2h 











1115 


CU ] 
vimpanies 


the company, or procuring or agreeing to pro- | 
eure subscriptions, whether absolute or con- | 


ditional, for any shares in the company, 
whether the shares or money be so applied by 
being added to the purchase money of any 
property acquired by the company or to the 
contract price of any work to be executed for 
the company, or the money be paid out of the 
nominal purchase money or contract price or 
otherwise.” 

The Bill removes the illegality of issuing 
shares at a discount, and renders under- 
writing lawful under conditions which 
secure publicity, because the rate per cent. 
of the commission must be mentioned 
and the underwriting must be authorised 


by the Articles of Association, and must | 


be set out in the prospectus. Therefore 


the investing public will have before them | 


what has taken place. Surely the House 


will see that that is an infinitely better | 


state of things than the existing law. | 
do not maintain that it will stop abuses, 
but it will make them much more difli- 
cult, because everyone who subscribes to 


a company will know what is being done | 


and will know the difference between fair 
and unfair profit. The underwriter sub- 
scribes for a large number of shares, and 
runs the risk of their being left on his 
hands, and it is quite fair that he should 
be paid for that risk. Next I come to 
the companies already in existence who 
wish to issue more capital. The first 
thing is that the Articles of Association 
will have to be altered, because under 
existing Articles of Association it would 
be illegal to issue shares at a cliscount. 
The Articles can only be altered by two 


special meetings of the company, and the | 


alteration must be carried by a majority 
of three-fourths, and full notice must be 
given to all concerned ; and if there is to 
he a prospectus issued, the prospectus 
must give full particulars. I therefore 
cannot think how, under such cireum- 
stances, the hon. and learned Member for 
Dumfries can prefer the present state of 
legal evasion to this rational proposal, 
which secures full publicity. 


Mr. FAITHFULL BEGG: I hope 
the Government will adhere to this clause. 
The only thing which the clause requires 
is, possibly, that it should be extended so 
as to include all kinds of companies, and 
not be limited as it is at present, but that 
is a matter which will come up for dis- 
cussion in connection with a later Amend- 
ment. I hope the Government will 


Mr. Sydney Gedge. 
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adhere to the clause, so that the whole of 
the transactions which have taken place 
in connection with a company should he 
shown. This is a matter which has prac- 
tically emerged from the Committee with 
all parties in agreement regarding it. It 
has become manifest to everyone that 
some means must be found to enable 
the underwriting of the capital of a 
company to be legitimately undertaken 
in an above-board and _ straight. 
\forward manner. I do not say that 
under this clause, or under any clause 
which can be drawn, you will get a 
| state of things that will be ideal, or to 
which objection cannot be taken; but 
that under this clause you will get a state of 
things infinitely better than the existing 
state of things is beyond question. The 
hon. and learned Member for Dumfries 
who spoke against this clause seemed to 
'me to rest his case on exceedingly flimsy 
grounds. He practically gave his case 
away when he spoke of “ this wretched 
underwriting business.” Why should the 
principle of underwriting be recognised in 


connection with all other matters of 
business in which risk is involved, 
and not in connection with  com- 
panies? Why it should be spoken 


of as a wretched business seems to be 


inexplicable. To underwrite a vessel at 
sea, or the immunity of a house from fire 
or any other risk, is a legitimate piece of 
business, but it is considered improper 
and illegal to underwrite the capital of a 
company offering its shares for public sub- 
scription, It might be vital to that com- 
pany that a certain amount of capital 
should be secured in advance, and _ there 
is no other plan of doing that except by 
getting certain persons to take this under: 
writing risk. The law hitherto in this 
country—though it is not the case in 


lother countries — has nominally pro 
|hibited the underwriting of capital; 
{ ° ™ Ya 

| but practically, as my _ hon. friend 
| L J) J 


has explained, the law has been evaded. 
| Nowadays no prospectus is ever issued to 


| sate 
| the public without a statement that some | 


| contracts have been entered into which 
{may come under the regulations of the 
| Companies Acts as they exist, and accept- 
| ance of which is taken as waiving the 
| right to challenge these contracts. What 
| has been the result? The prices have 
'been unduly inflated, and exactly that 
which the hon. and learned Gentleman 
| opposite said might take place, has been 
| done, but in an infinitely more vicious 








— 

















117 


form 
claus 
the 

agrec 
oppo: 
furth 
the 

wron 
full « 
ticula 
befor 
anoth 
nothi 
ment 
been 
] hop 
to th 
rid of 
proter 
be ab 
are SU 
is no 
which 


Mr 
been 
was 1 
they | 
of cou 
paid 
recog 
fact, @ 
mitte: 
prospe 
aecurs 
compa 
under 
per cy 
must 
ran Uy 
that t! 
gambl 
for wi 
barom 
in the 
hoped 
stand 
withon 
would 
aright 


Sir 
moter 
but he 
writin, 


Me, 
anothe 
light. 








1116 


ole of 
place 
ld he 
$ prac. 
2» with 
it. It 
> that 
enable 
of a 
rtaken 
ralght- 
’ that 
clause 
get a 
» or to 
; but 
tate of 
isting 

The 
fries 
ned to 
flimsy 
3 Case 
etched 
ld the 
ised in 
ers of 
rolved, 

com- 
spoken 
to be 
ssel at 
ym fire 
iece of 
proper 
‘al of a 
ic sub- 
t com- 
capital 
there 
pt by 
under- 
in this 
ase In 
"4 pro 
apital ; 
friend 
vaded, 
sued to 


t some t 
which | 


of the 
accept- 
ng the 
What 
; have 
y that 
tleman 
s been 
vicious 

















1117 Companies 


form than will be possible if 


clause becomes law, and transaction of 


the kind has to be disclosed. I quite 
agree with my hon. and learned friend 
opposite, who said that we ought to have 
further consideration of certain clauses of 


the Bill, but I think he was entirely | 


wrong in saying that we have not had 
full opportunity of considering this par- 
ticular clause. This matter has been 
before the country in one form and 
another for four or five years. There is 
nothing in the direction of the Amend- 
ment of the Companies Acts which has 
been more thoroughly threshed out, and 
[hope that the Government will adhere 
to the clause, and thus enable us to get 
rid of this constant scandal. Under the 
protection of the clause the public will 
be able to know exactly what it is they 
are subscribing for, in the 


which they are not aware. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE said they had 


been told that at present underwriting 
was illegal ; but whether illegal or not 


they knew that it took place in numbers | 


of companies, and practically the company 
paid for the underwriting. 
recognised underwriting as an existing 
fact, and declared that 1¢ should be per- 
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this | 


sense that there | 
isno loading or watecing of the stock of | 


The clause | 
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in this section should affect the power of 
any company to pay such brokerage as it 
| has heretofore been lawful for a company 
| to pay.” What did that mean? It 
| meant that they might pay any broker— 
not necessarily a man on the Stock Ex- 
change—any amount of money to place 
| shares. 


} 


Mr. FAITHFULL BEGG: There is a 


limit. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: The hon. 
| Gentleman said there was a limit ; but the 
‘limit had not been fixed. The words 
were, “Such brokerage as has heretofore 
been lawful.” Brokerage was paid to 
brokers, and it might be there had 
hitherto been some limitations. What 
was underwriting ? It was a species of 
brokerage, but the underwriter guaranteed 
that a certain number of shares would be 
taken, and therefore he was the better 
man than the broker. The underwriter 
said, “I will guarantee to take so many 
| shares if you pay me 5 per cent.” The 
| broker said, “If you pay me 5s. per share 
I will try and place the shares among my 
clients.” It seemed \to him that, if they 
insisted on the amount paid for under- 
writing being disclosed, the payments for 
| brokerage should be disclosed also. 


mitted provided it was disclosed in the | 


prospectus. One could form a pretty 
accurate estimate of the character of a 
company when the amount paid for 
underwriting was known. If 1, 2, or 3 
per cent. was paid, then that company 
must be worth something ; but suppose it 
ran up to 90 per cent., then they knew 
that that was a perfectly speculative and 
gambling transaction. The amount paid 
for underwriting was, in fact, a natural 
barometer, showing what a company was 
in the estimate of business men. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
stand to the clause; in truth, the Bill 
without it would be a perfect farce. He 
would ask whether a promoter would have 
aright to underwrite a company ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The pro- 
moter may do that at his own expense, 
but he cannot get the cost of the under- 
writing out of the company. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said there was 


another point on which he desired some | 


light. Sub-section 3 said that “nothing 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he found 
himself in entire accordance with the hon. 
Gentleman who had just spoken as to 
what he stated in regard to the existence 
of underwriting and the desirability of 
recognising the fact which could not be 
prevented—precautions being taken at 
the same time to prevent an abuse of the 
practice. These precautions were to 
secure that the public would know what 
allowance was being made to the under- 
writer. As long as that was known he 
could not help thinking that the more 
judicious course was that indicated in the 
clause. His hon. and learned friend 
'seemed to think that they ought not to 
'recognise anything so unholy as under- 
| writing. 


Sim ROBERT REID: By a company. 
Sir ROBERT FINLAY: By a com- 

pany. But did his hon. and learned 

friend suppose that it would not go on 

very much as before? The promoter 
2R 2 
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paid the underwriter a commission, and 
then he added that to the purchase 


Companies 


money which he got out of the public. | 


Surely the more sensible course was to 
recognise the facts, and to take such pre- 
cautions as would pre vent mischief being 
done to the public. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE asked if the 
Attorney General would be kind enough 
to say whether the promoter must add 
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|that it should be evaded. The hon, 
Gentleman referred to the subject of 
brokerage. Brokerage was perfectly dis. 
tinct from underwriting. An underwriter 
had to guarantee that the shares would 
be taken up by the public or that he 
would take them up himself. In the case 
of brokerage the broker guaranteed 
nothing of the kind, and it had been held 
that it was the law that a company might 
pay brokerage for having shares placed, 


the commission paid for underwriting, and | 


the commission paid to the broker. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that what 
was proposed to he done was to secure 
entire publicity, and except under that 
publicity che company should — not 
directly or indirectly be concerned in 
payment for underwriting. What the 
sub-section said was 

“Save as aforesaid no company shall apply 

any of its shares or capital money either 
directly or indirectly in payment of any com- 
mission, discount, or allowance to any person 
in consideration of his subscribing or agreeing 
to subseribe, whether absolutely or condition- 
ally, for any shares of the company, or pro- 
curing or agreeing to procure subscriptions, 
whether absolute or conditional, for any shares 
in the company, whether the shares or money 
he soapplied by being added to the purchase 
money of any property acquired by the com- 
pany or to the contract price of any work to 
le executed for the company, or the money 
paid out of the nominal purchase money or 
contract price, or otherwise.” 
Now, surely if it was possible to forbid a 
company doing indirectly what they 
desired to prevent, the words of the 
clause would have that effect. If the 
promoter chose to pay commission for 
underwriting, in future he would have to 
do it out of his own pocket, because there 
Was an express prohibition to prevent him 
doing it otherwise. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said that 
promoter received the money ; he did not 
have to say, “I am going to use it in 
underwriting,” but he said, “ lt is worth 
my while to pay 5 or 10 per cent. to have 
these shares taken up.” 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said that if | 


the price was a fair price the promoter | 


might pay it out of his own pocket ; but 

if it was not a fair price it was expressly 

forbidden to be done. Of course there 

might be evasions in every case. No Act 

was so broad that it would be impossible 
Sir Robert Finlay. 


the | 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: To any amount? 


Sin ROBERT FINLAY: No; a pro. 
per amount. 
What is a 


AN Hon. MEMBER : 


proper amount ? 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY: No actual 
limit has been fixed, but the amount of 
brokerage as distinguished from commis- 
sion for underwriting is very small indeed 
—an eighth ora quarter per cent. Ifa 
broker was found charging beyond those 
figures it was not really brokerage but 
commission for underwriting with a 
guarantee that the shares would be taken 
up by himself or his friends. What had 
been done by this clause was to recognise 
what was at present the law as regarded 
brokerage. Every lawyer knew that pay- 
ment of brokerage was at present not 
illegal—say an eighth or a quarter—for 
placing shares of a company. According 
to the section, it was proposed to enact 
that a company might pay a certain con- 
mission for underwriting so long as every- 
thing was above board and the public 
were fully aware of what was being done. 
| Under the circumstances, he hoped the 
| House would not refuse to agree to a 
clause which promised to have a very 
| beneficial effect. 


Mr. BRYCE said, as he understood 
from what they heard in Grand Commit- 
| tee, that brokerage was to some extent 
| elastic, but it was a pretty well established 
rule that it should not go above a half or 
three-quarters per cent. If that was 
agreed to, the result of the clause which 
the Government proposed to pass was 
‘that when any brokerage had been paid 
by the company it would be for those 
| who endeavoured to justify brokerage to 


SARIS 
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( ‘vinpun les 


show that it was really brokerage, 


leaving it to the court to decide whether 


it was a secret or unlawful form of under- 
writing and the payment of a_ secret 
commission. He could not feel quite 
satisfied with the answer of the Attorney 
General to the criticisms of his hon. and 
learned friend with regard to the position 
of the promoter. If the promoter knew, 
to begin with, that it was he rather than 
the company who had an interest in 


{24 JuLy 1900} 


planting the shares, and ought to under- | 


take the underwriting, he would estimate 
how much he had to pay for underwriting 
before selling to the company, and add 
that to the amount for which he was 
going to sell. The Attorney General 
said that that must be a fair price, but 
who was to say what was a fair price? 
How was it possible, where the vendor 
was the promoter, and was selling the busi- 
ness to a company, to estimate within 
any fair distance of the truth what was 
a reasonable price to pay? They all 
knew how excessively vague was the esti- 
mate that was put on the worth of a 
company’s business—not only of the 
tangible assets but of the goodwill. 
Therefore he said that it would 
not be possible under this clause 
to catch the promoter, and he feared 
they must at present acquiesce in the 
probability that promoters would con- 
tinue to pay secret commissions as they 
had hitherto done. But was it not better 
if they could compel the company to a 
full disclosure that they should do so, 
even if they could not get at the pro- 
moter? This matter had been very fully 
debated by an exceedingly strong Depart- 
mental Committee, which included four 
of Her Majesty’s judges, upon whose 
labours this Bill was founded : and the 
Committee said that it would be far safer 
to practically prohibit these underwriting 
commissions unless they were disclosed, 
rather than have the secret practice con- 
tinued. 


most pregnant observation made in the 
course of the debate on this section was 
that made by the President of the Board 
of Trade. He pointed out the great ad- 
vantage it would be to a company which 
decided to pay a certain amount for un- 
derwriting their shares if the rate of 
underwriting commission were set forth 


| one of the greatest ev ils in the States. 


| and 
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articles of association. He was in- 
clined to the view of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman that if the underwriting commis- 
sion was of a reasonable and moderate 
amount, it would induce the public to 
come in and take shares. It was within 
the knowledge of anyone who took 
an interest in the matter that 
these underwriting commissions had 
not hitherto been paid by the com- 
pany, but by the promoter ; and it was 
absolutely impossible to prevent the pro- 
moter from taking the amount of his 
underwriting risk into consideration 
when he fixed the price of the property 
of which he was the vendor. The price 
was always inclusive of the underwriting 


commission. But the company might 
come in and say to the promoter, “ Ac- 


cording to what you and your friends 


have told us you are willing to under- 
write these shares at a penny,” and he 
would reply, “Oh, yes; my friends say 
that they are so confident in the success 
of the company that they will underwrite 
it ata penny.” Thereupon the company 
would pay the penny, and a prospectus 
would then be issued, in which it would 
be set forth that the directors were so 
happy to state that they had succeeded 
in underwriting the shares at a penny. 
Was that a protection to the public ! 
Was it not to open the coor to another 
trap to the public? Again, it was said 
that the a would have to disclose 
all the facts ; but they could not fix on 
the company that they knew all that had 
been done by the underwriter behind their 
back. There is this one thing to beware of. 
By this power to underwrite or pay com- 
mission for underwriting to an indefinite 
and unlimited extent you will introduce 
into your limited company business an 
evil which has been the greatest evil in 
this business in the United States of 
America, the issue of shares at a discount 
“treasury stock,” as it is called, which is 


A 


‘company is required to state in its Memo- 
*Mr. MARKS ventured to say that the | 


randum and Articles of Association not 
the amount going to be paid, but what 
the company takes power to pay in 
respect to underwriting. The company 
issues its prospectus and states that it 
takes power to issue shares at a discount 


‘at 19s. in the £, and they may so issue. 


in the prospectus and in the memorandum 


Who is to know six months after the 
statutory meeting has been called, which 
is the only protection given by this Bill 
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to the general public, that the £1 shares | 
then upon the market were issued at 19s. ? | 
They may be valuable assets in the case | 
of bankruptcy, but they are not valuable 
assets to the investing public. There 
ought to be a legitimate power to under- 
write, but there should be some limit 


Companies 


beyond which the company should 
not go. The great evil of this clause | 


seems to be that it gives a power 
to the company to put into its 
prospectus statements with respect to 
underwriting which might be a direct 
incentive to the public to come in and 
take shares. The promoters will not find 
fault with this clause, it does not touch 
them ; nothing in this Bill does touch 
them in their powers as to underwriting, 
and in my opinion nothing in any Bill 
could. That is a fact that it is as well | 
should be known, and it cannot be known 
too soon. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck. | 
ham) thought there might be something 
to be said for disclosing in the prospectus 
every commission paid, but the first to 
be disclosed should be the commission 
paid to brokers ; that was far more iim- 
portant than the commission paid to 
underwriters. The commission paid to 
brokers, asa rule, would be one-eighth or 
quarter per cent., but how was anybody 
to find out until too late what commission 
had been paid? The great thing to con- 
sider was how the public were most likely 
to be safeguarded, and he thought that 
they would best be safeguarded if there 
was declared in the prospectus the com- | 
missions that had been paid to every- 
body, brokers, solicitors, stockbrokers, 
etc. Withont such a provision, all 
the solicitor had to do was to put 
a stamp upon the paper and to send the 
prospectus to people whom he thought 
were likely to invest, and nobody would 
be the wiser and able to find out until too 
late what had been done. 
writing, after a sound company came into 
existence it might be found necessary to 
issue debentures or preference shares in 
order to ubtain capital to carry on a 
legitimate enterprise, and it was neces- 
sary to get that money by a certain date. 
Then, with the sanction of the share- 
holders, the company went to an under- 
writer and paid 24 per cent. to him, and 
he subscribed in the hope that in a few | 


Mr. Marks. 
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As to under- | 
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months he would be able to recoup him 
self. That was a legitimate transaction, 
and such a transaction did no harm to the 
company. If this clause was to be passed 
he thought every commission that was 
paid ought to be disclosed. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTO™ agreed 
with the hon. Member for St. George's 
that the abuse of underwriting was en- 
tireiy unaffected by the clause of the Bill 
as it stood. But he thought that the 
clause was a step in the right direction, 
because it made underwriting, instead of 
being a secret process, a legitimate opera- 
tion performed in the open light of day. 
Was it not better to legitimatise such an 
operation, and to provide that the com- 
panies should give full notice of the 
terms which were paid for the services 
rendered to it? The tendency of such 
legislation would be to put an end to 
furtive and secret operations, and make 
them legitimate, and it would also bring 
the law into harmony with the practice 
and the views of commercial men upon 
the question. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney) hoped 
that the House would not go toa divi- 
sion on the motion to omit the clause. 
Although the discussion had been most 
valuable, he did not see that the result 
desired would be attained by rejecting 
the clause, and he hoped some way would 
be found of utilising two or three of 
the points which had becn raised, Every- 
one Was anxious tO put down secret 
underwriting, and he thought that the 
form of underwriting by the company 
itself, as was suggested by the clause, 
was the right way of proceeding. The 


‘whole matter was a question of evolu- 


tion, and that process had gone so far 
then- 


now that company directors 

selves were putting into the pro- 
spectus statements that no under- 
writing had been undertaken. But 
these matters were put in_ the 


prospectus merely to catch the unwary, 
and people were now beginning to look 
for some legislation of this kind. It was 
possible that a double set of commissions 
might be paid, and that that state of 
things might coincide with the secret and 
unannounced fact that promoters them- 
selves had been paid a large amount by 
way of commission for underwriting 
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Therefore it seemed to him that in order | 
to carry out the policy of the clause as 
drafted, and to prevent its being used in 
an illegitimate way, the clause ought to 
vo further as regards disclosure of under- 
writing contracts, by providing that these 
should be stated, at all events so far as 
known to the directors and vendors. This 
would tend to put underwriting in the 
hands of the cempany, where it might 
very well be. As regards brokerage, too, 
he suggested that it was desirable to put 
something more definite into the clause 
instead of merely a permission to pay 
such brokerage ‘‘as had hitherto been 
lawful.” 
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underwriting. That was a fundamental 
change in regard to companies, which 
ought not to be made in too great a 
hurry. The Government practically said, 
“Although we legalise the practice, we will 
prevent any harm arising by taking pre- 
cautions”; but then the question arose as 
to whether those precautions would be 
sutlicient ; he did not think they would. 
Atter this Bill was passed the company 
would be empowered to pay large com- 
missions for underwriting out of their 
capital, and it would be absolutely impos- 
sible to find out what capital they had 
left. He thought that the clause was an 
attempt to make people honest by Act of 


Parliament, and he did not think it would 


Mr. RITCHIE said that considerable 
time had now been spent in discussing the 
clause, and a good deal of business yet 
remained to be done, and he therefore 
hoped that the House would now consider 
that discussion was practically exhausted, 
and that they would come to a decision 
upon it. 


Mr. LOUGH (slington, W.) said that 
the appeal of the right hon, Gentleman 
was, he thought, far from being reasonable. 
The Bill had been rushed through the 
Committee, whose Report was not yet in 
the hands of Members, and this discus- 
ion was very valuable. 


Mr. RITCHIE said he could not agree 
with the hon. Member, seeing that the 
Committee sat day after day, and of the 
discussions which had taken place the 
House had been kept fully informed. 


Mr. LOUGH quite agreed that the 
proceedings of the Committee had been 
distributed day by day, but was of opinion 
that a great deal of trouble was necessary 
todiscover what had actually taken place 
in Committee. He submitted that the 
House ought to be treated with greater 
respect, and not be hurried along ina 
matter of this importance before a proper 
Report of the Committee had been issued. 
The arguments urged to recommend this 
clause were that the clause would have a 
tendency to restrict the evil practice of 
underwriting if it were passed, but the 
object of the clause was to enable com- 
panies to pay underwriting commissions 


out of their capital, and thus legalise 


succeed. 


Mr. H. S. FOSTER supported the 
view that this difficult and complex 
question was being discussed under most 
unfortunate circumstances through hon. 
Members not having the Report of the 
Committee before them. This question 
had engaged the attention of a Committee 
of the House of Lords for five years, and 
was practically pitchforked into the 
House of Commons, which was asked to 
discuss and settle a most difficult problem 
under exceedingly difficult circumstances. 
This clause, if passed, would create much 
greater evils than it sought to remedy. 
[t would give a company power to under- 
write or issuetheir ownshares ata discount, 
a power which at present was very wisely 
withheld from them. A great deal had 
been said of the illegality of underwriting, 
but it was perfectly legal ; the only ille- 
gality there could be would be in the 
company being allowed to underwrite. A 
company was a nonentity until it had 
gone to allotment, and the underwriting 
was antecedent to that stage. It was a 
scheme to call a company into existence 
and provide the necessary funds, and a cer- 
tain amount was paid to recoup the under- 
writer for the necessary risk. Therefore, 
the company itself could never be asked to 
underwrite its own shares, for the reason 
that a company was unable to enter intoa 
contract until after it started business. 
The remedy which he would suggest was 
that the President of the Board of Trade 
should provide in the clause that the 
underwriting contract entered into be- 
tween the promoters and the under- 
writers should be disclosed in the pro- 
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spectus, and that unless that was so | 
disclosed the contract should be void. 


Compa nies 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON: There is 
an Amendment further down on the 
Paper to effect that very object. 


Mr. H. 8. FOSTER said that in that 
way publicity would be ensured in the 
most effective way. 


Mr. PERKS said that underwriting 
was simply gambling and betting in pub- 
lic companies, involving large sums of 
public money, and he thought it was 
better to leave promoters to run the risks 
they run at present than to give Parlia- 
mentary sanction to a practice which in 
itself was go reprehensible. 


Mr. BUTCHER (York) said that 
underwriting was a perfectly fair trans- 
action in itself. An abuse of the process 
took place when underwriting was done 
at an exorbitant commission and that fact 
was concealed from the investing public. 
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Under proper conditions of disclosure it 
appeared to him that there could be no 
objection to underwriting. It had been 
objected to the clause that there might 
be two underwriting commissions, one 
paid by the company, which according to 
that clause would be disclosed, and one 
paid by the promoter or vendor, which 
would not, it was alleged, be disclosed, 
and that thereby the public would be 
deceived; but he did not think that 
would be so, because Sub-section (/) of 
Clause 12 was drawn up in terms which 
amounted to a provision that the pro- 
spectus issued by a company should set 
forth on the face of it the amount of 
underwriting commission, no matter by 
whom it was paid. It might be that 
that was not sufficiently clear on the face 
of it, but he thought the sub-section 


'would provite for cases of this kind, and 


he supported the clause 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 160; Noes, 
32. (Division List No. 235.) 
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Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 


Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 


Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 


Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Cooke,C. W. Radelifte(Heref’d) | 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Curzon, Viscount 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 


Mr. H. S Foster. 


AYES. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William 'T. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir W. Hart 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose. 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edimond 
lower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(Cityof Lond. 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 


Goschen, RtHnGJ(St.George’s | 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hazell, Walter 


Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 


Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 


Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter | 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Kearley, Hudson E. 


Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Lawrence,Sirk. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn- (Swans. 
Long,Col. Charles W (Eveshan 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowles, Jolin 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Malcolm, lan 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edwaid Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert _ 
Morrison, James A.(Wilts.,§) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Kt.Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 








1129 


Phillpo 
Platt-H 
Plunke 
Purvis, 
Rankin 
Remna 
Richart 
Rickett 
R idley, 
Ritchie 
Roberts 
Robson 
Russell 
Samuel 
Saunde 
Seely, | 
Sharpe, 


Banbur 
Bond, ] 
Camere 
Donela 
Doogar 
Dunn, } 
Foster, 
Gourley 
Hayde 
Healy, 
Healy, 
Hornin 


Am 


“Tn | 
‘for pl 
public 


Que 


‘for Pp 


Mr. 
Amen 
privat 
were, 
provis 
If the 
be no 
apply 
public 
privile 
of su 
word 
the p 
both ] 


*MRr. 
the w 
exact. 
Memb 


Mr. 
that y 
public 





1128 


Ire it 
be no 
been 
night 
one 
ig to 
. one 
vhich 
osed, 
d be 
that 
I) of 
rhich 
pro- 
1 set 
it of 
r by 
that 
face 
ction 
and 


VO0es, 


Corn 
rks.) 
land} 
lerry 
urie 
Walls, 
shan 


poo] 


W.F. 
ire) 

itine 
yrton 


p 


cy 
hire) 


s.,§) 
ord) 


sute) 
Bath 
am 


‘rens 


gton 








1129 Compunies 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur | 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon | 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Rickett, J. Compton | 
Ridley, Kt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robson, William Snowdon 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on- Tees) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col, E. J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bond, Edward 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. © 

Dunn, Sir William 





| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


| Skewes-Cox, 
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Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) | 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Thomas 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) | 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart | 
Stone, Sir Benjamin | 
Tollemache, Henry James | 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest | 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Wallace, Robert | 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 

Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E. (Kent) | 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


NOES. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, Willian (Carnarvonsh. 
Lough, Thomas 


| Macaleese, Daniel 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 





Foster, Harry 5. (Suffolk) 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley | 
Hayden, John Patrick | M‘Leod, John 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Healy, Timothy M. (N.Louth) 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 38, to leave out the words 
‘for public” and insert the words ‘to the 
public for.’ ”—(Mr. Ltitchie.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
‘for public’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. FATTHFULL BEGG said that the 
Amendment left matters as regarded 
private companies exactly where they 
were. Was it not possible to extend the 
provisions of the clause to all companies ? 
If the clause was a good one there could 
be no reason why it should not equally 
apply to private companies equally as to 
public companies. To limit whatever 
privilege the clause conferred to one class 
of subscribers was a mistake. If the 
word ‘public’ were struck out altogether 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, W Pritchard (Merthyr | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


the permissive power would extend to | 


both public and private subse: ibers. 


Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


NOES— 
and 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Atherley-Jones 
Mr. Billson. 


its object was the protection of the public. 
He could not accept the proposal of the 
hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. H. 8. FOSTER argued that if it 
was right to clothe a public company with 
such power as the clause gave to pay a 
commission to subscribers, it could not 
be wrong to clothe a company which did 
not make an appeal to the public with 
similar power, should that company 
desire to pay commission to private sub- 
scribers. 


Sirk THOMAS LEA said he had an 
Amendment dealing with this particular 
point, and the very close division in the 
Grand Committee when this point was 
discussed at length justified raising it in 
the House. He thought that a private 
company should at least have the same 


| privilege in this matter as was conceded 


*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE suggested that | 


the words of the Amendment would 
exactly meet the object of the hon. 
Member. 


Mr. RITCHIE said it was manifest 
that where no appeal was made to the 


public the clause would be inappropriate; why not to their own shareholders ! 


to a public company. 


*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE contended that 
it was perfectly reasonable that share- 
holders should be able to take up shares 


at a discount, and to raise further capital 


among themselves. If it was lawful for 
directors to give this boon to the public, 
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Mr. LOUGH said that although this | confused the issue before the House, 


was described as a verbal Amendment, | 
it was of a very substantial character. If 

the Amendment of the President of the 

Board of Trade was adopted, it would be 

impossible to make the important altera- 

tion suggested by the hon. Member for 

St. Rollox. 


Mr. RITCHIE pointed out that he 
was merely proposing to do in this 
clause the same as had been done in 
other clauses where the words “for 
public subscription ” had been used. In- 
stead of “for public subscription” the 
words “to the public for subscription,” 
were to be inserted. It was purely 
verbal. 


Mr. LOUGH could not agree with the ! 
view of the right hon. Gentleman. If 
this alteration were agreed to it would be 
very difficult, if not impossible, to make 
the Amendment suggested by the hon. 
Member for St. Rollox. It was evident 
there was a considerable consensus of | 
opinion in the House of Commons, and a 
very considerable minority of opinion in 
the Grand Committee, that whatever 
benefits this clause conferred on public 
companies should be conferred on private 
companies also. The matter certainly 
required further consideration. There was 
no definition in the Bill of a “public” | 
company or of a “ private” company ; the | 
one ran into the other, and practically it 
was very hard to draw a line between the | 
two. This point ought to be cleared up | 
before the Government asked the House | 
to vote for the Amendment. 

| 

Mr. BOUSFIELD said that while it | 
was quite true that this matter was raised 
in the form of a purely drafting Amend- 
ment, it came just at a critical point 
when the House wanted to discuss 
whether the provisions of the clause | 
should be limited to cases where shares | 
were offered for public subscription, or | 
whether they ought not also to apply to } 
cases where the shares were offered 
privately for subscription. The best way 
of settling the matter would be merely 
to leave out the word “public.” With 
regard to the substance of the question, it 
seemed to be supposed that there was 
some distinction in law or in the Bill | 
between public and private com- 
panies, and that supposition very munch | 


There was no such distinction. Every 
company was in the eye of the law a 
public company, even though it was what 
was commonly called a private company. 
The question at issue was not whether 
the clause ought to apply to private as 
well as public companies, but whether it 
was to apply to shares offered privately 
as well as to shares offered publicly for 
subscription. It was difficult to see why 
this disability should be maintained in 
the case of private issues if it was re- 
moved in the case of public issues, and it 
would scem far better, and would greatly 
simplify matters, if the disability were 


| removed in both cases. Moreover, private 


issues and public issues so merged the 
one into the other that it was very diffi- 
cult in practice to distinguish between 
the two. Take the case of a company 
with a large body of shareholders. If that 
company wanted to issue further shares, 
and sent out a memorandum to all its 


‘shareholders offering these shares for 


subscription, would the Attorney General 
consider that to be a public or a private 
issue? There was no real distincti 
issue ? here was no real distinction 
to be drawn, and the best way would be 
for the Government to omit the word 
“ public ” altogether. 


Major JAMESON (Clare, W.) con- 
tended there never was an Amendment 
which opened the way to more litigation 
than this so-called purely verbal altera- 
tion. All the talent on the front bench 
was unable to define the difference be- 
tween a public and a private company, 


and he agreed with the previous speaker 
‘that the word “public” had better be 


omitted. 
Question put, and negatived. 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘to the public for’ be there inserted. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“To leave out the words ‘to the public.’ ” 
(Mr. Sydney Gedge.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘to the public’ stand part of the pro- 
posed Amendment.” 


Mr. H. 8. FOSTER hoped the Attorney 
¥eneral would respond to the appeal 
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Mr. TOMLINSON hoped the Govern- 


ment would see their way to allow this 
or private subscription. The point under| Amendment to be made. If a privilege 
discussion was decided by a very narrow was to be given to one sort of company, 
majority in the Committee, and as a sup-| why should it be withheld from another 
posed concession to the minority this | class in regard to which it could do no 
verbal alteration was being made. But harm, and might do much good ? 

it was really no concession whatever, and 
did not remove the objection of those 
who desired that the one class of com- 
yanies should not labour under disabilities | 
‘rom which the other were free. 


Companies 
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which had been made, and define whether, , 
in a given case, an issue was for public | 


Mr. BRYCE: I am not quite sure that 
the effect of this Amendment is generally: 
apprehended. I understand that if we 
agreed to the Amendment now being 
made it would be possible for a company 
not making a public issue to pay under- 
writing commission. That is the very 
thing we do not wish a company to have 
power todo. We say there are certain 
arguments which may justify the pay- 
ment of underwriting commissions in 
cases where there is a public issue, and 
| where all the facts are disclosed in the 
| prospectus, but we think—and_ this was 
| the view argued out in the Standing 

Mr. BOUSFIELD said the reply of | Committee—that those arguments do not 
the Attorney General did not at all im-| @pply to companies not going to the 
prove matters, and he appealed to the | Public for subscription, and that in such 
Government to reconsider the question | ©45°S there ought not to be any pro- 
and see whether they could not do away | Vis!on whatever for underwriting. . 
with the distinction altogether. “| therefore hope the Government will 
| adhere to the Bill as it stands. 


Si ROBERT FINLAY: The answer 
to the question which has been raised is 
very simple. The issue is not offered to 
the public if it is offered only to a par- 
ticular class of persons. It does not 
matter whether the shareholders of the | 
company are many or few; as long as the | 
offer is only to that particular class it is 
not an offer to the public for subscription. 


*Mr. MARKS pointed out that the 
reply of the Attorney General simply 
emphasised the peculiar difficulty which 
this clause would cause. According to 
that reply an issue of shares to the 70,000 


CotoneL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon) hoped the Amend- 
ment would be adopted. It was quite 
evident that private companies were 
shareholders in Lipton’s would not bs a placed under disadvantages in this clause. 
public issue, but an issue to a company | It was impossible in an Act of Parlia- 
with 1,000 shareholders, if only ten out-| ment to draw any distinetion between a 
siders came in, would be a public issue. public and a private company, and under 
Absurdity could really go no farther. | the circumstances it would be advisable 

that the Amendment should be accepted. 


Mr. PHILIPPS asked the Attorney is 
General to define a “class.” If acom-| , Mason JAMESON supported — the 


pany which was going to issue shipping | Amendment. He absolutely denied that 
shares sent prospectuses marked “private” | ib was ever the intention that private 
tothe shareholders in another shipping | €°™panies should come under the Bill, 


statement ever made. The Bill was of 
the utmost importance to the country, 
and he strongly protested against it being 
|rushed through the House with such 
unwarrantable speed. 


company, would that be an issue toa class}; While — the : definition given by the 
Or if it was proposed to turn a political | Attorney General was the most absurd 


club in any constituency into a company, 
and the shares were offered to the mem- 
bers of that club, would that be an issue 
toa class? Many such instances at once 
occurred to one’s mind, and it was certain 
that such a provision would lead to endless 
litigation. The least the Government 


Mr. FAITHFULL BEGG thought per- 








could do was to define what they meant | 
by a private or public issue, as, if the 

ill went out in its present form, countless 
lawsuits would be the result. 





haps the right hon. Gentleman had _ over- 
looked the precise wording of the clause 
itself. The provision was not limited to the 
case of aman who took a large number of 
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shares and afterwards endeavoured to get; Mr. BRODIE HOARE (Hampstead) its ow 





other people to buy them, but it extended | said it really did not very much matter such | 
to the case of a man who agreed, whether whether the word “public” was omitted there 
absolutely or conditionally, to take shares or not, as anybody with the smallest It mi 
in acompany. The provision would per- | ingenuity could get round the provision, might 
mit a company to make a payment to a All a private company would have to do some 
man who took shares for his own use and | would be to print enough circulars and the co 
profit, and the House were discussing a prospectuses to go round to all its share- compa 
privilege which went far beyond the holders, and one hundred additional, which sharel 
question of underwriting. could be scattered broadcast about the — % @sh 

streets or anywhere. ‘The issue would shoulc 


Mr. PERKS: I notice that the then become a public issue, and be within 
the provisions of the clause. The whole 


minority of fifteen who voted against the ,,. we 
J ° thing was not worth fighting about, and 


‘ rer » j rN # } ‘ j vay . Ss 
Gover nment in the Standing Committee po hoped the right hon. Gentleman would = op) 
consisted entirely of gentlemen who accept the Amendment. Atkins 
usually vote with the Government. I think Bailey, 

° ss m1 - doilha 
that is some reason why the Government Mr. LAWSON WALTON contended ome 
should not consider unfavourably the that no reason whatever had been shown alfon 
proposal to extend the operation of this why a private company should be allowed — 

; é v hE, “ —— anoul 
clause to all companies alike, whether to pay underwriting commission on the Bioch ] 
they are called “ private” or “ public.” placing of shares which were not issued Bemros 

I quite agree with the hon. and learned to the public. In other words, it was ree 
Member for North Hackney as to the argued that a private company should he Bir st 
great ditticulty of drawing a line between | allow ed to pay undei writing commission Blunde 
the two classes of companies ; in fact, I | for issuing shares to its own shareholders. Brodric 
believe it is absolutely impossible. At | He could understand a commission being Bryce, 

) . | = ° . ° . Tey ) rhe 

least half a dozen appeals have been made | Paid for outside assistance in inducing rm 
pst AC ee ees s 3 Si ‘aldwe 

to the Law Officers to define the difference, members of the public to subscribe, as In Carson, 
but we have had no information on the | that case the consideration for the pay- Cavend 

point at all. I wish to call attention to a | ment was the service thus rendered. If 9 Cecil, F 
statement on this particular point made | @ Company was not going to make a public - 
by a counsel well known at the Equity | issue why should they be allowed to use B Chamb 
Bar, and one who has probably more these agents? The whole of the limita- 9 Chaplin 
experience than any other in connection “ons were-placed not upon shares held by § Charrin 


the public, but upon those held by persons amy 
onen, 


: : Collings 
Times a few days ago, dealing specifically thought it was clear that an issue to the Colom, 
with this question—and I think his public was an issue to any member of Bf Cook, F 
the public who came forward and_ took Corbett 
shares in the ordinary way. Why should ag 
“As to Clause 10, this limits the power to | they give power to a company to detract Biehan, 


pay commission for placing shares to cases in | ¢,, ‘ ae a ee + gine lanier Ravine | 
which an offer of shares for public subscription from the nominal value of the capital , salar 
is made. It should be extended to all cases, | the employment of brokers, who ought 9 piusi 
for there is no reason why a private company | not to be required? He hoped the DykeR 
eager not pH sa: Ba ake —- Government would not yield to the pres ff Paber. ¢ 
ae ares , | . . : 1 ’ 
or placing shares, or why it should not be| sure which was being put upon them }} Fellowe 


allowable to pay a commission where the Finch, ( 
shares, as in the case of a reconstruction, are from all quarters of the House. Finlay 
ay, | 


offered not to the public, but only to the share- Fisher, ' 
holders in the recons ing any. ; a : Sree 
emery the es te ne neg ets ay a a Mr. BOND pointed out that the effect aaa 
ing after the word ‘public’ the words ‘or | Of the clause was simply to enable com- etcher 
panies to issue shares at a discount. Why 


private,’ and by inserting the words ‘if any’ 

,9» 2 Pl 
after the word ‘prospectus. should a company be allowed to issue 1ts 
shares at a discount ? 


with joint stock company enterprises—I | : 
mean Mr. Palmer. In his letter to Zhe Who were not members of the public. He 


opinion is worth considering—he says— 


That is the opinion not of a mere child, Allison, 
but of a man who has had probably more | Ashton, 
experience than any counsel at the Equity; Mr. LOUGH said he only wished to — 
Bar on this matter, and I venture to! answer one question. The hon. Member ter,’ 
commend it to the attention of Her | who had just sat down asked, why should ] piljson' 
Majesty’s Government. | 2 company be allowed to offer shares t0 | Bolton, ‘ 


Mr. Faithfull Begg. 
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ead) its own shareholders at a discount! At) these particular companies, while it might 
.tter such times as those shares were offered be quite lawful in the case of some other 


tted there might be some very good reason. | companies? He hoped the House would 
It might be difficult to get money, and it take a common-sense view of _ this 





lest ; 
sion, might be advisable to take advantage of | question. 
i some bargain that had been offered to | 
and the company. In such circumstances the Question put. 
sare- company would he offering to all its 
hich shareholders some advantage. He wished ne 
the to ask his hon. and learned friend why The House divided :—Ayes, 136 ; 
ould @ should it he an unlawful proceeding with Noes, 61. (Division List No, 236.) 
ithin 
hole AYES. 
and , , ' 
ould Allsopp, Hon. George Flower, Ernest | Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Foster, Sir Walter(Derby Co.) | Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. ~ John Gibbons, J. Lloyd Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Gibbs, HnA.G.H. (CityofLond. | Parkes, Ebenezer 
led Baillie, James E.B.(Inverness | ( Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. | Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
nae Balearres, Lord Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | Plunkett, Rt. HnHoraceCurz’n 
lown Balfonr, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manel’r) | Gose hen, RtHnGJ(St.George’s | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
wed Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds Goschen, ( reorge J. (Sussex) Parvis, Robert 
Banbury, Frederick George Gray, Ernest (West Hain) Rankin, Sir James 
1 the Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M.H. (Bristol Greville, Hon. Ronald Remnant, James Farquharson 
sued Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe Gull, Sir Cameron Rentoul, . James Ener 
was Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Hamilton, Rt. Hon LordGeorge Richardson, S T. (Hartlepool 
ld be Bethell, Commander Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RohertWim.  Rickett, J. ‘Cenieghe 
a Big vood, James Harwood, George Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir Matt. W. 
— Blundell, Colonel Henry Hayne, htt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
ders. Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. -folin Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. | Robson, William Snowdon 
eing Bryee, Rt. Hn. James Helder, Augustus Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
icing seroma _— (reorge Henderson, Alexander Saunderson, Rt HonColEdw.J. 
He Caldwell, James Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotter | Seeley, Charles Hilton 
sds Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) Sharpe, William Edward T. 
pay- Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | Holland, William Henry | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Oe Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | Houston, R. P. Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
ublic Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies | Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
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Hoare, Ed. Brodie( Hampstead) | 
Horn‘man, Frederick John 
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Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
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Words inserted. 


Mr. HENDERSON (Staffordshire, W.) 
said that the effect of the Amendment he 
had to move was to treat all underwriters 
in the same way. It was a fact that to- 
day a colonial or a foreign issue might be 
dealt with in this way without disclosing 
the fact. Why should they make a dis- 


tinction between a colonial or a foreign | 


company and the interests of an English | 


company ? Suppose a company already in 
existence determined upon making a new 
issue for the purpose of purchasing some 
additional property. That property 
might be purchasable to-day, but before 
the company could get its money to 
effect the purchase it had to call its 
shareholders together, which would take 
from seven to fourteen days. The com- 
pany would have to hold a confirmatory 
meeting, and at least a month 
lapse between the time the company was 
in a position to obtain the money by 
publication. That company might go to 
the underwriters who would for a small 
commission agree to underwrite the 
transaction, and then the company could 
proceed at once to make its bargain. 
Therefore it was essential that this under- 
writing should be done, and where the 
commission was a small one he did not 
see why the issue should be prejudiced 
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Mr. Sydney Gedge and Mr, 
Faithfull Begg. 





per cent. he did not think it was necessary 
to disclose it. He thought the right hon, 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill might 
very well accept the words of his Amend- 
ment, 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 4, after the first word ‘and, 
to insert the words ‘in case the said com- 
mission, with brokerage, exceeds two and 
a half per cent. are.’ ”—(IM/r. Henderson.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 


| be there inserted.” 


would | 


by disclosure. That it would he prejudiced | 


was clearly proved by the fact that it is not 
uncommon to find it stated in prospectuses 
as an inducement to the public to sub- 


! 


scribe that no part of the capital has been | 


underwritten. Therefore the effect of 
disclosing that the capital had been under- 
written must be detrimental. Where a 
large commission of a very excessive 
character was paid it should be disclosed, 


for that would do away with a good deal | 


of fraud and dishonesty, but where the 
sum'paid did not exceed two and a-half | 


Mr. RITCHIE: I can assure my hon, 
friend that if I could possibly see my way 
I should be only too glad to accept his 
proposal. I will briefiy state the reasons 
why I think it would be unwise for the 
Committee to accept this Amendment. 
The effect of it would be to create two 
classes of underwriters, one class dis- 
closed and the other class not disclosed. 
You would thus divide companies into 
two categories, and the effect might very 
well be to leave an impression on the 
public mind that those companies which 
did not disclose were really of a superior 
kind to those companies which did disclose 
—which paid a brokerage of over 2} 
per cent., and consequently were obliged 
to disclose. I think that would give an 
erroneous impression, because it might be 
just as reasonable to pay 4 or 5 per cent. in 
one case as to pay 24 per cent. in another. It 
is clear that there is in some cases a greater 
element of risk, but that does not imply 
that one company is necessarily a better 
company thanthe other because it has been 
underwritten at a smaller rate. There 
is no slur attached to any company which 
pays a commission of 5 per cent. It is 
quite clear that the drawing of this 
distinction between companies paying 
24 per cent. and not disclosing and 
companies paying 5 per cent, and dis- 
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closing would involve an invidious com- | of underwriting, and that you would have 


parison between the two companies. That 


disclosed and undisclosed underwriting. 


is the reason why I think it would be un-| I do not know whether the Attorney 
wise to accept the Amendment of my | General fondly imagines that by this 
hon. friend, and I hope he will not | clause he is going to limit the question to 


press it. 


wich): I really cannot see that the right 
hon. Gentleman has given any argument 
against this proposal at all. If the public 
discriminate by the fact that only 2 
per cent. is paid, then they are very 
much the gainers, because anybody wh 
knows anything about company  pro- 


moting knows that no large financial | ¥ 


! 
| 


| I am convinced that if this clause becomes 
Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- | 


| 


9 | in the country. 


disclosed and undisclosed underwriting. 


law as it stands, it is going to open the 
door to more swindles than the Bill itself 
is going to stop. It has to be remembered 
that in dealing with company promoters 


91 | you are dealing with one of the cleverest 


and one of the most unscrupulous classes 
The right hon. Gentle- 
man said some little time ago that it 
ould be a most excellent thing for a 


frm would take over the responsibility | Company to be able to say in its pro- 


of a large issue at 24 per cent. 
was a good company which would com- 
mend itself to the public generally. I 
think the right hon. Gentleman’s argu- 
ment in regard to discriminating between 
21 per cent. and a larger commission tells 
in favour of the Amendment. In several 
cases it may be imperative for certain 
companies to have money at a certain 
time, and if they are to go to a large 
issuing office and tell them that they 
want the money immediately, and that 


the underwriting will have to be disclosed, | 


that prejudices them before the public, 
and they have to pay a larger amount for 
underwriting. Therefore, I think the 
Amendment ought to recommend itself 
to the House, and I shall be extremely 
glad to support it. Underwriting is an 
assurance that the issue will go on, and 
as far as I know it is a very legitimate 
thing to have an insurance for a large 
issue. 


Mr. PHILIPPS: I hope the Govern- 
ment will see their way to accept the 
Amendment moved by the hon. Member 
for West Staffordshire, who is an authority 
upon this class of business. From such 
experience as I have had, I am convinced 
that the hon. Gentleman is right when he 
says that with high class established com- 
panies the fact that they should be com- 
pelled to disclose when a commission 
larger than 24 per cent. was paid would 
be detrimental to the success of those 
high class companies and would act as a 
check to a class of business which we 
ought to encourage rather than discour- 
age. The right hon. Gentleman in charge 
of the Bili said, if we accepted this 
Amendment it would lead to two classes 


| 


| 
| 





unless it | Spectus that it had paid five per cent. for 


issuing its capital. Supposing a manu- 
facturing concern is issued to the public 
in £1 shares, and the directors say in per- 
fect good faith in the prospectus that they 
have underwritten the £1 shares to the 
extent of 3d. a share. In that case 
it would have a very good effect on the 


| public, and would induce them to sub- 


scribe. What is going to prevent the 
promoter of a shady company from let- 
ting the directors pay one and a quarter 
per cent. while he pays the rest himself ? 


Mr. LOUGH said he thought that the 
Amendment was a very moderate one, 
and that the House did not realise the 
careful limit which was embodied in it. 
Any hon. Member who had listened to 
the speeches must have felt that if the 
Amendment were not accepted a certain 
class of very good business would be put 
a stop to. Supposing that half a million 
of money were required, a prospectus 
could not be got out in an hour or a day, 
but the money could be obtained in a 
few hours by paying brokerage. The 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
Bill seemed to think that a statement in 
the prospectus that brokerage had been 
paid would prejudice the issue; but people 
would say when they read that statement 
that they would also take shares if they 
got 2} per cent. brokerage, but they could 
not then get it, because it had been paid 
for getting the money perhaps months 
before. That was the worst of such 
skilfully drawn clauses. They often 
interfered with business that was not 
fraudulent or undesirable, and he thought 
the House should consider well before 


| rejecting the Amendment. 
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Mr. BOUSFIELD said that the argu-, shares had been underwritten, he might 
ments which had heen used in favour of | subscribe, but if he did know he wonld 


the Amendment were in his opinion rather | not subscribe. 
It was urged that if 24 per 
cent. brokerage had been paid, and if that 


against it. 


fact were published in the 


would prejudice the success of the issue. 
It seemed to him that if such a statement 





prospectus, it 





paid. 


of fact did prejudice the issue it ought to | 


be disclosed to the public. 


According to | 


the hypothesis of the hon. Members who | 


supported the Amendment, if he read the | 
prospectus without knowing that the! 128. 
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| M‘Leod, John 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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The clause only made 


certain things legal which were hitherto 
illegal, and it was quite right to impose 
on a company the obligation of stating in 
its prospectus that a commission had been 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 44 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 237.) 
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*Mr. LAWSON WALTON: The 
Amendment which I now move provides 
tlat “‘where no prospectus is issued a 
mmorandum complying with the terms 
of this section shall be filed.” 
will have observed that the machinery 
of this Bill provides that the pro- 








certain particulars, and that 
discipline which is exercised by the Bill, 
isexercised largely by means of the pro- 
spectus. It is necessary that the pro- 
spectus shall contain the names of the 
vendors, the amount of the purchase- 
money and various other particulars, and 
after the prospectus has been issued to 


must be filed. There are, therefore, two 
steps to be taken for the public protee- 
tion, One is the issue of prospectus con- 
taining certain information, and 
second is the filing of the prospectus, 
giving the documentary history of the 
company, and the first steps which were 
taken with reference to it. The result is 
that two classes of the community receive 
|Valuable assistance—one, the persons who 


invited to give credit to the company. 


which I hope to close. There is a large 


the promoters may be able to place the 
capital by some other means. ‘The 
syndicate which forms the company 
manages by means of personal recommen- 
dation to place its original capital, and 
having placed its original capital, it is 
then enabled to create a market for the 
shares, and the mere transactions on 
the market and the quotations of the 
shares advertise the company, and the 
public are drawn in without knowing 
anything about it except that the shares 
are being dealt in and are likely to go to 
apremium. That is the state of things 


tnder the existing law, and it will be 
enormously increased by the present Bill, 
which imposes such stringent restrictions 
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the | 


Jare appealed to to subscribe for shares, | 


and the other, the persons who might be | 


number of companies that issue no pro- | 
spectuses, because it is inconvenient, and | 
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on the issue of prospectuses. If under 
the existing law there are a number of 


/companies which issue no prospectusés, 


The House | 


spectus of a company should contain | 
the | 


the public, there is a provision that it | 


how many more will not come before the 
public without the instrumentality of a 
prospectus when under this Bill various 
stringent requirements must be complied 
with by all persons issuing documents of 
that kind. Therefore I propose to check 
the abuse by enabling any shareholder or 
creditor to find out the history, main 
features, and formation of such companies. 
A company is registered, its shares are 
placed, but without this Amendment 
there will be no record filed of the 
original shareholders or directors, or the 
subscribed capital, or any of the par- 


_ticulars that are required to be given in a 
| prospectus. What [ propose is that where 


a company issues no prospectus, a memo- 
randum compiled under the requirements 
of this section shall be placed upon record, 
and shall be accessible to every share- 
holder who may have bought shares in 
the company, and to every person who 
may, perhaps, have given credit to the 


company. We have what has been 
described already as one man com. 
panies. The one man company is a 
| private concern; it does not issue 


| There is a door, however, in the provision | 


its capital to the public, and all the 
shares are held by one man and by one or 
two other persons under his control. 
There is a case of a one-man company 
which will be found in the House of Lords 
Reports for 1897. It is the case of 
Solomon v. Solomon and Co. The com- 
pany had a capital of 30,007 shares, of 
which 30,000 were held by Mr. Solomon 
and the remaining seven by seven of his 
nominees. Not only did Mr. Solomon 
hold all the share capital, but he also held 
£20,000 of debentures, and he controlled 
the company with respect to all its trans- 
actions and in relation to the whole of its 
profits. Under this Bill, unless my 
Amendment is adopted, such a condition 
of things will not be recorded, and a com- 
pany not issuing a prospectus will not 
come within the operation of this section. 
The transactions will be carried out in 


258 
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complete secrecy, and at a subsequent | con 


date, after the shares have been placed on | 
the market, a shareholder may say, “I | 
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want to know something about nee com- | 


pany. Had it ever a prospectus ! 
the answer will be, “I do not know.’ 

Then the shareholder may ask, “ U nder | 
what circumstances was it issued ? 
the answer will be, “No one can tell.” 
There is no memorandum 
either for the information 
sequent investors or, what 
more important to the community, | 
to enable traders to ascertain whether 
they are dealing with a company which | 
is responsible for its debts. It is said | 
that this Amendment will press hardly 
on honest private companies. Assuming 
that a private company places its capital 
without issuing a prospectus, I ask the 


of 


may be 


” and 


” and | 
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plying with the terms of this section shall 
filed in manner aforesaid.’ ”—(Mr. Lawson 


| Walton.) 


Question proposed, * That those words 
_ be there inserted.” 


Smr ROBERT FINLAY: I 


would 


point out to the House that we would be 


available | 
sub- | 


House to consider whether, with perhaps | 


one exception, any of the requirements of | } ser 
/and when the public are invited to sub- 


this section are such as any honest com- 
pany could object to. For instance, no 
honest company would object to stating 
the names of its shareholders, how many 
shares had heen allotted, and other similar 
information. But even if there is some 


secrecy in regard to these matters, is it | 
not reasonable that these companies, for | then the promoter 


the very great advantage they obtain in 
the way of limiting their liability, should 


conform to some standard of publicity as | 


regards their origin? [fa private concern 
seeks to have the immense advantage of 


limiting its liability, should it not give to | 


the public some information with regard 
to its formation, and enable traders to 


judge whether or not a concern to which | 
5 | ° 
order that their shares may be put upon 


they are invited to give credit is or is 
not responsible ? I hope the House will 
not lightly dismiss this Amendment. I 
am quite sure that many Members regard | 
it as vital to the Bill, and I feel satis- 


fied that unless you distinctly intimate | 


to future company promoters 
this information must be given either by 
means of a memorandum or in a pro- 
spectus you will leave the investor in the 
future quite as much in the dark ss to a) 
company’s origin as he is at present, and | 
will give the creditor no means of obtain- | 
ing the information to which he is 
entitled, and which he will obtain if this 
Amendment is adopted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 33, after the word ‘filed,’ 
to insert as a new sub-section the words ‘ (4) 
Where no prospectus is issued a memorandum 


Mr. Lawson Walton. 


that | 


occasioning very considerable hardship if 
we were to impose all the requirements 
of Section 12 on a very large and respect. 
able class of companies Ww hich are solely 
private companies. They would resent 
being required to give these particulars, 
My hon. and learned friend says that jf 
wedonot requiresuch astatement as hesug- 
gests we leave the door open to very great 
abuse. We have endeavoured to provide 
by Section 12 for the protection of the 
public whenever a prospectus is issued, 


scribe for shares. The argument of my 


| hon. and learned friend is th ut companies 


will endeavour to avoid the requirements 
of Section 12 by having no prospectus 
at all, that all the shares will be allotted 
to the promoter or an agent of his, and that 
will sell the shares 
on the Stock Exchange, and that by that 
means a market will be created for them. 
The trick against which my hon. and 
learned friend wishes to guard is not 


/a very common one, although it has 
come before the courts on certain 
occasions. If my hon. and_ learned 


| 


| 


friend apprehends that shoddy companies 
will avoid the issue of prospectuses in 


the market by the promoters, the 
Amendment will not meet the case, 
The public will look askance at any under- 
| taking launched in that way, and I would 
ask the House not to accept the proposal, 
which would put upon perfectly respect- 


|able people a burden they would very 





| 


much resent, in order to prevent a possible 
evil, the extent of which I think has 
been very greatly exaggerated. I think 
the House will agree with me that the 
| evil is one which will tend to cure itself, 
because if a shady company appears w ith- 
out a prospectus the public will avoid it, 
and for these reasons I trust the House 
will not accept the Amendment. 


*Mr. MARKS said that the view of the 
public with regard to companies which 
did not issue prospectuses was not quite 
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the same as the Attorney General seemed | 
toimagine. On the contrary, the com- | 
pany which issued a prospectus did not | 
stand in such great favour with the | 
speculating public as the company which 
did not. There was a certain charm 
about mystery, and the public were in- 
duced by this, that, and the other rumour | 
to rush in and buy certain shares, so that 
vhen the inevitable collapse came it was | 
impossible to bring home the responsi- | 
bility to the authors of the scheme. 
He therefore considered the sugges- 
tion embodied in the Amendment. of | 
the hon. and learned Member for South | 
Leeds to be an admirable one in itself, | 
and one which was vital to the perfection 
of the scheme before the House. The 
public which required protection was not | 
the public assailed with prospectuses, A 
prospectus could be laid before ex- 
perienced people ; contracts might be in- 
spected, and inquiries made ; but when no 
prospectus whatever was issued the public | 
were at the mercy of the hidden promoter, 
and that was the class of company in re- 
gard to which people required to be pro- 
tected. But 'the Bill before the House 
gave no protection whatever in that 
direction. They were told that if any | 
attempt was made to deal with this ob- 
vious evil, they would be unduly oppress- 
ing purely private companies. What was 
apurely private company? There were 
many companies founded to take over | 
the businesses of well-established firms, | 


tributed amongst the partners in the firm, 
very few reaching the customers and the 
general public. So long as the business 
was profitable the company continued to 
be a private company, but as soon as the 
profits commenced to decline the company 
began gradually to become a public com- 
pany. One might sometimes test the 
good faith of the so-called private 
company by the announcement made in 
the prospectus that a quotation and settle- 
ment would be applied for on the Stock | 
Exchange. If the public were to be pro- | 
tected from this class of scheme, there | 
must he something in the nature of a/| 
memorandum filed at the time of the 
registration of the company. That memo- 
randum need not be of an exhaustive 
character or reveal any sacred secrets of 
a private business. It might merely set 
forth the name of the person who sold the 
business,the date of the sale, the price | 
paid, how much of that price was in cash | 
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| would be incorporated in the Bill. 
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and how much in shares, and the class 
and numbers of the shares devoted to the 
purchase-money. The public, if they 
bought those shares in the market in the 
future, would then be able to ascertain 
whether they were buying vendor's shares 
or not. A few such precautions, without 
acting detrimentally to genuine private 
companies, would serve to protect the 
public. The class of company which had 
fluctuated in recent years more than any 
other was the mining class. He believed 
he was correct in saying that not a single 
prospectus was issued in connection with 
any of the Barnato group, and there never 
was a set of companies which at one time 
had stood so high and afterwards come so 
low. He certainly hoped that some such 
Amendment as that before the House 
Such 
an Amendment would remove aw very 
serious flaw in what might otherwise be 


an useful measure. 


Mason JAMESON characterised the 
Amendment as absolute nonsense. By itthe 
House would be legislating for one-man com- 
panies, and there was already quite enough 
such legislation. It seemed to be argued 
that private companies should have none 
of the privileges but all the disabilities of 
vublic companies, and he trusted the 
House would vote with the Government 
against this Amendment. 


*Mr. BAINBRIDGE — (Lincolnshire, 
Gainsborough) apprehended that the in- 
tention of the Bill was to protect the 
ordinary speculator and investor, and 
he could not conceive the use of the 
House wasting its time in trying to 
protect the careless gambler. Nobody 
who bought shares in a Barnato company 
deserved to be protected by a Bill passed 
through the House. Such a man could 
not claim to have been misled ; he simply 
saw shares rising in the market, and, 
without any information, made up his 
mind to speculate in them. The House 
would not be justified in spending time 
in protecting people of that class. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 35 ; Noes, 
107. (Division List No. 23s.) 
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Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

Cawley. Frederick 

Clark, Dr. G. B 

Srombie, John William 
Doogan, P. ¥ 

Duckworth, . James 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hay ne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol) | 
| Goschen, George J. 


Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

( ‘ooke,t C.W. Radeliffe( Heref’d) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 


{COMMONS} 


AYES. 
Healey, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy,Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Hedderwick, Thos.Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb'land) 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MW Arthur, Win. (Cornwall) 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 
Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
NOES. 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, ‘J. Lioya 
Gibbs,Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goschen, RtHnGJ. (StGeorge’s 
(Sussex) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gull, Sir Camron 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 





Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 


Henderson, Alexander 
Holland, William Henry 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Keswick, William 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea,SirThomas (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monekton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monmouthsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison,James A.(Wilts., 5.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
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Reckitt, Harold James 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Samuel, J. (Stoe kton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wedderburn, Sir W illiam 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYEs— 
Mr. Lawson Walton and 
Mr. Billson. 


Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Phillpotts, Capt. Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Plunkett, Rt Hn HoraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) 
tidley, Rt. Hn. SirMatthewW, 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T, W. (Tyrone) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks,) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Sturt, Hon. Humpiiry Napier 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E.( Kent 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E.R.(B th 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Young, Commander (Berks,E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 








*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE: I rise now 


(to an adjournment. 


[12.15] to move the adjournment of the | 


debate. I think that the Government 
have done a very good day’s work 
indeed. Many of us have been here 
since noon, 

*Mr. 


SPEAKER: When the House has 


agreed to suspend the Twelve o'clock | 


Rule it is not the custom for the Chair to 
accept a motion of this kind so soon after 
midnight. 


*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE: We have | 
to meet again to-morrow at twelve 
o'clock, and 


think the Government 


Eleven clauses 
have now been passed, and the twelfth 
clause is one which requires very 
careful consideration. The Standing 
Committee only reported upon this Bill 
on Thursday, and we actually did not get 
the Bill in type until yesterday morning, 
and we have only had one day to look 
into the matter. In these circumstances 
I think the Government might be content 


| with their success in getting eleve n clauses 


in those circumstances I | a point of order. 
might consent | Act | 


passed, and I hope ‘the Government will 
| accept this motion. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): On 


Is this a Coercion 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: 


forthwith. 


I have the power, | 
under the Standing Order, either to refuse 
this motion, or to put it to the House 
I will give the House an | the House. 


{24 Juny 1960} 


opportunity of saying whether they | 


approve it or not, and I will put it to the | 


House forthwith. 


Tue FIRST LORD. or 


*\IR. 


SYDNEY GEDGE: 


Bill. 1154 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Then I will put it to 


I have no 


‘wish to go to a division. 


THE TREA- 


SURY (Mr. A. J. BAnrour, Manchester, 


E.): Do you desire, Mr. Speaker, that I 
should say a word, or do you wish to put 


the question at once ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Beaiunont, Wentworth C. b. 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Cawley, Frederick 
Charrington, Spencer 
Crombie, John William 
Doogan, P. C. 

Emmott, Alfred 

Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch'r) | 
jalfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’ 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cooke,C. W. Radeliffe( Heref’d) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- | 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. | 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(Cy of Lond. | 





Does the right hon. 
Gentleman accept the motion 1 


“ That 
sideration, 
journed.” 


LOL. 
AYES. 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cum land 
Lea,SirThomas (Londonderry) 
Macaleese, Daniel 
M<‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


NOES. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


Goschen, RtHnGJ(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, Geo. J. (Sussex) 


| Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Gord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth 
Henderson, Alexander 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Keswick, William 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Cornw’ll) 
Lawson, Jolin Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee | 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming. | 
M:‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. | 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) | 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monmouth. | 
Morrell, George Herbert | 


| Morrison, James A.(Wilts.,S.) | 


Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford | 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute | 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


further proceeding on 
as amended, be 


The House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 239.) 


Question put— 


con- 


now ad- 


32; Noes, 


feckitt, Harold James 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 

Ure, Alexander 
Walton, Jno. Lawson (Leedss. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Lough and Mr. Billson 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tichards, Henry Charles 
Kichardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. dn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon, W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Tomlinson, William E. Murray 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. H. 8S. FOSTER moved to omit | cription, and addresses of the signatories 
from Clause 12 the provision that every | to the Memorandum of Association and 
prospectus must contain the names, des-! the number of shares subscribed for by 
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them respectively. The prospectus 
already had to contain a vast number of 
clauses giving general information. As a 
matter of fact, the Memorandum was so 
extensive that it had to be printed in 
very small type, and it was doubtful 
whether one person in 10,000 ever read 
it. It was therefore absurd to require to 
be added to that the information here 
provided for, which was perfectly un- 
necessary, of no value, and would mini- 
mise the value of the other information 
for which the clause provided. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 37, to leave out the words 
from the word ‘assosiation,” to the word 
‘the,’ in line 39.°—(VWUr. H. S. Foster.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be Jeft out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. RITCHIE was of opinion that this 
information ought to be given to the 
public in a prospectus. 


Mr. BRODIE HOARE: Why should 


it be given ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: For information. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD did not think any- 
hody would pay the slightest attention 
to the persons who signed the Memo- 
randum, as they were usually. solicitors’ 
clerks, and there was really no importance 
attached to it. This certainly was a very 
trivial matter. 


*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE said there was a 
very good reason for not burdening a pro- 
spectus with valueless information, The 
more stuff was put in the less likely were 
people to readit. What was desired was 
that the pith of the matter should be 
given. If he desired to take people in 
he should put into the prospectus every 
possible bit of nonsense, because then the 
people would tire of reading it. 


*Mr. BAINBRIDGE thought nothing 
existed in a prospectus more weighty 
than the names therein given, and cer- 
tainly it would take away from their value 
if the prospectus were crowded with names 
which were absolutely unimportant. 


Mason JAMESON cordially agreed 
with the Amendment. If everything the 
right hon, Gentleman desired was in- 


Mr. H. S. Foster. 


{COMMONS} 


always 
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serted the prospectus would extend to 
greater length than the New Testament, 
and to put in line after line which would 
not have the slightest meaning to the 
persons concerned was most absurd, 
The only persons who would _ benefit 


by such information being given were 


newspaper proprietors, who received 
ls. 6d. per line for advertising the pro 
spectuses, but surely that was not the 
desire of the President of the Board of 
Trade. So far from people being kept 
out of difficulty by having line after line 
of this rigmarole put in, they would be 
plunged in deeper and deeper, and not 
the slightest good would result. The 
House should, as business men, support 
the Amendment. 


Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston) 
joined in the appeal that the Amendment 
should be accepted. His experience was 
that the signatories of the Memorandum 
were not looked upon as at all material ; 
whether a person took five or 500 shares, 
he usually signed simply for one share, 
and this information would not be of the 
slightest value. 


Mr. BILLSON (Halifax) said the reason 
the Memorandum was usually signed by 
obscure persons was that it was merely a 
matter of convenience, but if this pro- 
vision was made pains would be taken in 
future that persons having a real interest 
in the concern should sign. As to benefit- 
ing newspaper proprietors, the clause did 
not require that the nimes_ should be 
advertised, but merely that the prospectus 
should contain them. Usually an abridged 
prospectus was advertised, so there was 
no force in that objection. 


Mr. LOUGH believed the advertise- 
ment of an abridged prospectus was 
looked upon with — suspicion. 
The argument that substantial signa- 
tories would be obtained simply because 
they would be published was purely 
conjectural. Not a single word had 
been said in favour of the clause, and 
he thought the Government, in deference 
to their many supporters who had spoken 
against this clause, should give some 
further reason for resisting this Amend- 
ment. If the Solicitor General could 
give some legal reason of any kind for this 
extraordinary proposal it might not be 
necessary to go to a division. 





— 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY said this Amend- 


' ment raised a very important question, 


which was emphasised by the statement 
of the hon. Member in regard to abridged 
prospectuses. If the hon. Member would 
refer to the definition of prospectus in 
Clause 34 he would find the following 
explanation— 

“The expression ‘prospectus’ means any 
prospectus, notice, circular, advertisement, 
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or other invitation offering to the public for 
subseription or purchase any shares or deben- 
tures of a company.” 

Any advertisement issued must contain 
all the matter provided for in that clause. 


Question put. 


The House divided: — Ayes, 102 ; 
Noes, 18. (Division List No. 240.) 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Billson, Alfred 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’?.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cooke,C. W. Radelitfe (Heref’d 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Crombie, John William 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Curzon, Viscount 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 


Bainbridge, Emerson 

Doogan, P. C. 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’land 


Amendment proposed— 


’ . 


ine 
H. S. Foster.) 


‘if possible’ be there inserted.” 





g, to insert the words ‘if possible.’”—( Mr. 


AYES. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (City ofLon, 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goschen,RtHnG.J (StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greville, Hon Ronald 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hayne, Kt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Henderson, Alexander 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William(Carnarw nshire 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur. Charles (Liverpool 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 





Melville, Beresford Valentine | 


Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 


Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monin'thsh. , 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James A. (Wilts, S.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
NOES. 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londondy.) 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


| 


“In page 7, line 34, after the word ‘specify- | Ment In line 35, 


they had had the case put which arose 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Phillpotts, Captein Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt Hn HoraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

teckitt, Harold James 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, SirThos.(Hartlep! 
tidley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Staffor.) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Ewd. Jas. (Somerset) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 

Sir William Walrond a id 

Mr. Anstruther. 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeat!:) 

Tanner, Charles Kearns 

Ure, Alexander 

Wedderburn, Sir William 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Major Jameson and Mr. 
T. D. Bolton. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD proposed an Amend- 


Two or three times 


under Clause 10 of underwriting a com- 
Question proposed, “That the words | pany at a small rate of commission men- 


| tioned inthe prospectus, while there might 


| be behind that an underwriter at a large 





P coat r + mai ¥ “ fe mee rd if ‘ll | commission. The President of the Board 
ut be 4 ge i. en Ib a | of Trade had rightly stated the impor- 
‘ser ala Pgh ‘ill mt pe q “is tance which might be attached by the 
put ig 1d tor goodwill then it should be | public to statements of that sort. That 

5 | state of things was quite misleading, he- 


Question put, and negatived. | cause there might be an undisclosed under- 
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writing byapromoteratalarge commission. 
It was urged that if there was any money 
paid by a promoter for underwriting it 
would have to be disclosed in the pro- 
spectus. There was great doubt whether 
that reading was correct. The clause 
dealt with commission paid by the com- 
pany, and he rather gathered from the 
silence of the Government on the point 
that the provision did not deal with the 
ease of underwriting paid by the pro- 
moter. The opinion of the House, as 
shown in the discussion, was certainly 
that the prospectus should contain a 
statement of all underwriting, and if that 
was also the intention of the Government 
it ought to be made clear. He therefore 
moved to insert after the word “paid” 
the words “ by any person.” 

Amendment proposed 

“Tn page 7, line 35, after the word ‘ paid,’ to 
insert the words ‘by any person.” — (Mr. 
Bousfield. ) 

Question propose, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: These words would 
not, I think,, in any way alter the meaning 
of the clause, but if my hon. and learned 
friend desires to have it explicitly stated 
I have no objection. 


Mr. BAINBRIDGE said the amount 
of commission paid might not be known 
to the person issuing the prospectus, and 
therefore by passing this Amendment the 
House might be asking for particulars of 
which the person issuing the prospectus 
had no knowledge whatever. 


Mr. RITCHIE suggested that the 
Amendment should be withdrawn. He 


would undertake that the point should be 
considered, and if necessary a provision 
inserted in another place. 


Mr. H. 8. FOSTER pointed out that 
underwriting might be, and usually was, 
done after the prospectus had been 
settled and passed by the directors. In 
such a case it would manifestly be im- 
possible for the directors to specify the 
amount of underwriting commission. 


*Mr. 
the question of underwriting was being 
discussed Members were told it did not 
matter what the promoter might do, 
because the money would not come out of 
the pocket of the company. 
moter avowedly added a certain amount 

Mr, Bousfield. 


The pro-| 


{COMMONS} 


SYDNEY GEDGE said that when 


| 
i 
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of money to the fair price of the property 
he was selling, because he undertook all 
the preliminary expenses, — including 
underwriting. But now the company 
was empowered to underwrite it would 
be very improper for any such addition to 
be made to the amount paid to the 
vendor in that respect, and therefore the 
directors would always have to show that 
only the fair value was being given for 
the property or contract purchased, If 
the principle was introduced that the 
vendor also might pay for underwriting 
the House would be legalising a practice 
which was much better not legalised, and 
taking away the one safeguard the public 
had that only a fair price was being paid. 


Mr. RITCHIE thought the observa- 
tions of the last speaker were very much 
to the point, and he would take care 
that nothing was done which would in 
any way affect the point he had raised. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON said their 
present position showed the extreme 
difficulty of diszussing a highly compli- 
cated measure in the early hours of the 
morning ; it was almost impossible to 
understand the meaning of some of 
these Amendments, and Amendments to 
Amendments. He failed to see how it 
was possible to ensure payments by the 
promoter being put in the prospectus. 


Mr. RITCHIE explained that all he 
had promised was that the point should 
be considered. 


Masor JAMESON objected to the 
withdrawal of the Amendment. The 
present confusion was the direct result 
of the attempt to run the Bili through 
the House at such an hour. First. the 
right hon. Gentleman agreed to accept 
the Amendment, and then he said he 
would not. The only result of a great 
many of the Amendments which had 
been made would be to give business 
to the lawyers, and he could therefore 
understand | learned Members being in 
favour of them. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Other Amendments made. 

Further proceedings on Consideration, 
as amended, adjourned till To-morrow. 

Motion made, and Question “ That this 
House do now adjourn”— (Sir /Villiam 
Walrond)——put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at a quarter after 
One of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 25th July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS 


BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and | 


agreed to. 
LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 


A verbal Amendment made ; Bill read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 


ments. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
{ Lords]. 
As amended, to be considered To- 
morrow. 
NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL [Lords]. 

As amended, considered. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time. — (Vr. 


» Caldwi li.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments. 


HEMEL HEMPSTEAD CORPORATION 
(WATER) BILL [Lords]. (BY ORDER.) 

As amended, considered; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


FRASER SETTLED CHATTELS BILL | 
{ Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL | 
{ Lords]. | 

Ordered, That Standing Order 211 be | 
suspended, and that the Committee on | 
the Bournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords] | 
have leave to sit and proceed forthwith. | 
—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL | 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) | 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with | 


Amendments. | 


VOL. LXXXVI. [Fourtn Sgrtgs.] | 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF SALE) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Cupar, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. : 


‘SALE OF [INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from West Ham, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MARRIAGE ACT, 1898. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 18th June; Jr. Price]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND). 

_ Copy presented, of Report ef the 

Director of the National Gallery of 

Ireland to the Board of Governors and 

Guardians for the year 13899 [by Com- 

mand]; to lie upon the Table. 

METRIC SYSTEM (FOREIGN COUN- 
TRIES) (COMMERCIAL, No. 3, 1900). 
Copy presented, of Reports from Her 

Majesty’s Representatives in Europe on 


‘the Metric System, Part I. [by Com- 


mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2,485 to 2,487 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
Second Report, with Minutes of Evi- 


dence and an Appendix, brought up, and 
| read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 298.] 

PUBLIC PETiTIONS COMMITTEE. 

Ninth Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

RESERVE FORCES BILL (Lords]. 

As amended, considered. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I wish to call attention to Sub-section (4) 


2T 
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of Clause 2, and to ask your opinion, Mr. | 


Speaker, whether it is in order, or 


whether it is not necessary that the | 


matter should be first dealt with by a 
resolution of this House. I submit that 
this section involves a charge on the 
Imperial Exchequer, and, before it can be 
incorporated in the Bill, there ought to be 
a preliminary resolution. It provides 
that under certain circumstances the pay 
of a soldier shall either be increased or 
reduced. It is quite true that there is 
the alternative of reduction, but I think 
it may be assumed that the probability 
is that there will be an increase of pay, 
inasmuch as men of good character going 
into active service, and thereby entitling 
themselves to an increase of pay, are 
likely to be far more numerous than men 
whose pay will be reduced through 
punishment. Experience has taught us 
that that is the case, and, therefore, as 
the Bill involves a charge upon the 
Imperial Exchequer, I submit there ought 
to have been a_ preliminary resolution 
before this particular proposal is embodied 
in a Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Bill cannot be 
regarded as creating a new charge, be- 
cause the possible expense ultimately in- 
volved must be included in the ordinary 
Estimates of the year, and will, therefore, 
receive the sanction of the House in due 
course. It is really only a statement that 
the pay of the soldier should be at a cer- 
tain rate, and therefore it is not a matter 
needing a resolution, as the hon. Member 


suggests. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Then I beg to 
move an Amendment providing that the 
Bill shall not apply to men in the second 
division of the first class of the Army 
Reserve who entered the division before 
“the passing of this Act,” instead of 
before the first day of June, 1900. I 
believe the Government are willing to 
accept this Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 15, to leave out ‘the first day of 
June, 1900, in order to insert ‘the passing of 
this Act.?”—(Ur. Caldwell.) 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. 
Dover): I am quite prepared to accept 
this Amendment. It is a question of 
form rather than of substance, for, as a 


Mr. Caldwell. 


OF 


{COMMONS} 


| Africa. 


WYNDHAM, | 
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matter of fact, none of the Reserves 
called out are being transferred in the 
way suggested. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Bill read a third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen 
rith) in the Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE Depart. 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Crass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £32,250, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901, for the Salaries and Ex. 


penses of the Department of Her 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, including a Grant in aid of 


certain Expenses connected with Emigra- 
tion.” 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): About six months 
have elapsed since we were presented 
with a Blue-book in regard to South 
We now have had two given to 
us. As regards the first I do not find 
that it contains much information of 
any value, although it is a volume 
of considerable _ size. It relates 
to the correspondence between Lord 
Salisbury and President Kruger which 
has already been published, and for the 
remainder it is mainly composed of 
extracts from newspaper articles and of 
tittle-tattle. It does not put the House 
in possession of any information at all as 
to what is really going on in South Africa. 
The second Blue-book, I am bound to 
say, is of a different character. It deals 
with the constitutional question raised 
between the Home Government and the 
Cape Government with regard to the 
treatment of the rebels and as to the 
policy of the future. But even there the 
information is of a somewhat meagre de- 
scription, and we have to judge very 
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much by inference as to what has actually 
occurred between the Home and the Cape 
Governments. As to the constitutional 
question, so far as it is disclosed in the 
Blue-book, I have no criticism to make. 
It seems to me that the treatment of 
rebels is a question both of Imperial 
and Colonial interest. Besides, appa- 
rently the Cape Government did invite 
the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary to express his view on the 
question of the rebels and their punish- 
ment, and he was therefore fully entitled 
to give it. But it appears incidentally 
in One Memorandum, and a like infer- 
ence may be drawn from other memo- 
randa that there has been something 
behind what appears in the Blue-book— 
something behind the correspondence 
carried on on constitutional lines. Cer- 
tain members of the Cape Cabinet appear 
to have entertained the idea that, unless 
they adopted the right hon. Gentleman’s 
view, the Constitution of the Cape might 
be suspended. I should like to ask 
whether there is any foundation for that 
suggestion, because I think that is a 
matter entirely beyond and apart from 
what appears in the Blue-book. It seems 
to me that the Cape Government in re- 
gard to this matter—and here I refer 
particularly to Mr. Schreiner — were 


almost obliged to adopt the views, or, at | 


all events, some of the views of the right 


hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary. | 


And here, in regard to Mr. Schreiner, I 
should like to be allowed to say that this 
country and the Cape are to be congratu- 
lated on the fact that throughout these 


troublous times we have had in office at | 
the Cape a man so obviously loyal to | 


Great Britain. He has clearly tried to 
do his duty as between the Dutch party 
and the English party out there, and I 
think he deserves thoroughly well of this 
country and of his native country. 
I am not quarrelling in any way 
with the method adopted by the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite in putting his 
views before the Cape Government, but I 
do desire to offer some words of criticism 
in regard to those views. It certainly is 
avery deplorable thing that, as one of 
the consequences of the war, we should 
have to deal with something like 10,000 
rebels who have been in arms against the 
British Crown. But the question is 
narrowed down to one particular class of 
rebel. It is generally admitted, both by 
the Secretary of State and the Cape 


{25 Ju 
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Government, that those who may be 
called the ringleaders must be tried by 
some special Commission and made to 
suffer a penalty consonant with their 
crime. There is another class of rebels 
referred to by the right hon. Gentleman 
in his despatech—namely, those who can 
prove that they acted under strong com- 
pulsion ; and I do not imagine that any- 
one would press for their punishment. The 
only ones, therefore, we have to do with are 
“willing ” rebels, who took up arms and 
assisted the enemy in districts occupied 
| by the enemy, and of which we had sur- 
rendered possession. There is a con- 
siderable distinction to be drawn between 
men who joined the rebels from that part 
| of the Cape still under British control, and 
those who joined from the districts from 
which British protection had been with- 
drawn. To judge from Sir Alfred 
Milner’s despatch, the number of men 
who gratuitously left different parts of the 
Cape in order to join the enemy was very 
small, and I think it speaks very highly 
for the loyalty of those whose characters 
have been so aspersed by men who have 
supported this war throughout. Of the 
loyalty of the English population nothing 
is required to be said; but I say it 
says much for the loyalty of the Dutch 
population that so very few joined the 
rebels, except in districts actually in 
| possession of the enemy. I think that 
fact goes far to demonstrate that the 
alleged conspiracy of the Dutch against 
the English was not based on any solid 
foundation. I am bound to say there is 
one interesting despatch, in which it is 
shown that persons who did join the 
enemy actually made beforehand an ap- 
| peal to Sir Alfred Milner and to the Cape 
|Government for protection against the 
| Orange Free State burghers, in order 
| that they might be able to maintain their 
loyalty to the English Crown. But that 
| protection was taken away, and they 
found themselves in a very difficult posi- 





tion indeed. One can hardly be sur- 
prised, although, of course, it is a 


matter for regret, that, in districts from 
wnich British protection had been with- 
drawn, and which were invaded by 
men of the same race, language and 
blood, the inhabitants were induced 
to take up arms against the Crown. 
Of course, they are to blame for 
so doing. But I think the chief blame 
for this position lies, not on these unfor- 
tunate misguided men, but on the Govern- 
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ment and the right hon. Gentleman, for | I should like to draw the attention of the 
not having taken care that such a position Committee to the irony of the situation, 
should not possibly arise. The oppor-| We went to war in order to enfranchise a 
tunity for joining and the temptation to | certain number of British subjects. We 
join were given entirely by the action of | have been told by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Government; it was their absolute | in one of his speeches that he proposes to 
want of foresight and preparation which | adopt the system of Crown Colony 
caused the rebellion and made these men | government in regard to the Transvaal 
rebels. For the first time, I believe, in | and the Orange Free State. What does 
British history we had English territory in- | Crown Colony government mean? It 
vaded by foreign arms ; and these persons | means that those who have the franchise 
were placed in the painful position of | at present will lose it, and that those not 
having to choose between blood and flag. | already enfranchised will not receive it. 
More blame, therefore, attaches to the | And now he proposes, in order to carry 
Government than to these misguided men. | out the policy of a war undertaken on 
I do not desire to say, however, that it is a | behalf of a policy of enfranchisement, to 
sufficient excuse for their having taken up | disfranchise for life thousands _ of 
arms against the Crown. They will, of | British subjects in other parts of South 
course, have to suffer some punishment, | Africa. That seems to me to be a most 
and it will be only fair that they should do | curious result. It is one of the many 
so, for otherwise they would be ina better | unforeseen and unexpected outcomes of 
position than their fellow-countrymen, | this conflict that the result oi a war to in- 
who remained loyal to the Crown in the | crease the franchise is to disfranchise a 
same districts; and who, unfortunately, | large number of persons. [ am not going 
have suffered very considerably from | to deny that, in some places and under 
wanton and, in some cases, I am afraid | certain conditions, wholesale disfranchise- 
to say, spiteful confiscation of and damage | ment of this sort may not be the best form, 
done to their property—damage which no | because a lenient form, of punishment that 
money can really compensate for, and | can be devised. But if ever there was a 
indeed these men cannot he too highly | time when such a policy was bad, if ever 
praised for their loyalty. I therefore | 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


‘there was a place in which it was un- 
quite agree that the rebels in question | wise to enforce it, that time is the pre- 
must undergo some punishment. But I | sent, and that piace is the Cape Colony. I 
also hold that some leniency may be shown | cannot conceive a worse method, moment, 
to the rank and file, and perhaps, later, | or place for such punishment of rebellion, 
amnesty too. It is obvious that, in con-| It immediately arouses suspicion as to 
sidering the question of punishment to be the motives of the right hon. Gen- 
meted out in such circumstances, that | tleman and the Home Government. 
punishment should have three qualities.| I am bound to say that one of the 
It ought not to be vindictive ; it ought not | great evils of the whole position in 
to be tainted with political bias; and it | South Africa during the last five years— 
ought not to be continuous, or to leave an | since the right hon. Gentleman has been 
open sore for many years to come. What | at the Colonial Office—-has been the un- 
does the right hon. Gentleman propose ? | bounded suspicion by certain sections of 
What is it he pressed on the Cape | the community in South Africa as to his 
Government, and on a very reluctant | intentions and desires. I am not going 
Ministry ? He proposed perpetual dis-| to say whether those suspicions are right 
franchisement for these misguided men, | or wrong; that is not the question now. 
and I venture to suggest that such a} But surely this is the moment when the 
roposal contains all the three vices to | right hon. Gentleman and Sir Alfred 
which I have referred. Whatever may | Milner, who is more or less involved with 
be the object in the mind of the right | him, should desire to allay such  suspi- 
hon. Gentleman, sach a punishment will) cions instead of accentuating them by 
at all events be looked upon as vindic-| widespread disfranchisement. Is there 
tive as having a political taint, and its | one thing more than another which would 
memory will rankle and remain for many | increase the suspicion than the present 
years to come. Such a punishment as | proposal for unlimited disfranchisement ! 
this is, it seems to me, the worst that | No doubt the right hon. Gentleman will, 
could be inflicted at the present time, | when he speaks to-day, disclaim political 
having regard to the future of the Cape. | or personal motives. But we had a speech 


| 


Mr. Sydney Buzxton, 
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the other day from Lord James of 
Hereford, a member of the Cabinet, some- 
what cynical in its nature, and certainly 
inexpedient, which, to use a vulgar 
phrase, “let the cat out of the bag.” 
Lord James was talking about the war, 
and he laid down the proposition that “ it 
would be the duty of the Government 
to see that those who were loyal, and 
those who obeyed the law, should be para- 
mount in the exercise of political power.” 
I suppose he calls that “equal rights.” 
He added that ‘the destinies of these 
people should no longer be controlled by 
the votes or political actions of rebels.” 
That may be right or wrong, but, at any 
rate, it shows the avowed objects and 
intentions of the Government in regard 
to this question. This is neither more nor 
less than political proscription. It appears 
tome to be a case of jerrymandering the 
constituencies with the object of turning 
aminority into a majority. We heard a 
good deal at one time as to the desirabi- 
lity of “crushing Africandism.” Now, we 
are told that the object is to turn a Dutch 
majority into an English majority, and, in 
regard to this matter of punishment, I 
would like to point out that the punish- 
ment will fall less heavily on the person 
who committed the crime and more 
heavily on the party to which he be- 
longs—on his friends and kinsfolk. It 
will fall on the Africander party, which 
has shown singular self-control and great 
loyalty in a very critical, dangerous, and 
difficult position. I do not think the 
right lion. Gentleman will deny that the 
leaders and majority of that party have 
exhibited great control in their action 
during the whole course of these unfor- 
tunate events. It seems to me you are 
going to punish these men, not so much 
hecause they are rebels themselves, but be- 
cause by their assistance Mr, Rhodes’ power 
was broken, the Sprigg Government was 
turned out, and the policy of the right 
hon. Gentleman was more or less 
thwarted. That, at any rate, will be 
their view of the nature of the punish- 
ment inflicted. I heard a good deal 
about a comparison between the pre- 
sent position and that which obtained 
in Canada after the Canadian rebellion, 
at the time of Lord Durham.  Person- 
ally, [ admit I cannot see very much 
analogy between the two cases. I cannot 
understand how the arguments applicable 
to the one can be applied to the other. 
But in the course of my reading I came 
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across a letter some sentences in which 
are certainly applicable to the present 
position. Lord Durham, in his despatch, 
was dealing with the question which had 
been put forward of jerrymandering the 
Canadian constituencies, and he said :-— 

‘“With respect to every one of these plans 
which propose to make the English minority 
an electoral majority by means of new and 
strange modes of voting, or unfair divisions of 
the country, I shall only say that, if the 
Canadians are to be deprived of representative 
government, it would be better to do it in a 
straightforward way than to attempt to 
establish a permanent system of government 
as the basis of what all mankind would regard 
as mere electoral frauds. It is not in North 
America that men can be cheated by an un- 
real semblance of representative government, 
or persuaded that they are outvoted when, 
in fact, they are disfranchised.” 


It seems to me that this paragraph is 
applicable to the present position, and I 
certainly cordially endorse the sentiments 
embodied in it. There is another point 
of some importance. We gather from 
these Blue-books that two Commissions 
are to be appointed to try the rebels—one 
a distinctly judicial Commission to deal 
with the ringleaders, and the other a 
quasi-judicial Commission to deal with 
the question of disfranchisement. it is 
suggested that the latter should consist 
of men free from political bias; but I 
venture to say that at the present moment 
neither in South Africa nor in_ this 
country is it possible to find a single 
man who could regard this matter free 
from political bias. However able these 
men may be, however much they may 
desire to carry out their duties, I am 
afraid that from the beginning they will 
he discredited, the Commission will be 
looked upon as a political organisation, 
and they will be subjected to a great 
temptation in a number of constituencies 
in which, by disfranchising a certain 
number of men, they will be able to alter 
the balance of political power. There- 
fore, instead of this proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman for life-long disfranchise- 
ment diminishing the difficulties of the 
existing position, and being calculated to 
bring about peace and amity in South 
Africa, it will do more to accentuate 
the evils which unfortunately exist. 
I am not blaming Mr. Schreiner for 
adopting the suggestions of the right hon. 
Gentleman. He was acting under great 
difficulty and was subjected to consider- 
able pressure from the Home Govern- 
ment. But I am blaming the right hon. 
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Gentleman for the excessive and _pro- 
vocative proposals which he made to the 
Cape Government. We here are not in 
a position to dictate to the Cape Govern- 
ment, but we have a right to criticise 
or condemn any action which may be 
taken by our own Government. Ina 
sense, no doubt, it is futile to do so, 
because at the Cape there is now in office 
a Government of another persuasion 
which will carry out such proposals as are 
made to it by the Secretary of State. But 
I think this House of Commons has a 
right to express an opinion on the subject 
of disfranchisement. I am afraid that 
the position taken up by the right hon. 
Gentleman throws some light on the very 
great feeling of uneasiness which un- 
questionably exists both here and at the 
Cape as to the judicial proceedings which 
are taking place at the present moment. 
We have asked for information in regard 
to the civil and military courts and we 
have been unable to get it ; indeed the 
right hon. Gentleman disclaims all re- 
sponsibility. We want to know whether 
justice is being done, and we want to feel 
that the British power is not now being 
exercised in South Africa to carry out a 
system of persecution under the guise of 
civil and military law. I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will be ableto give the 
information as to the 
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House some 
present operation of the Civil and 
Military law in South Africa. I do 


not think the outlook in South Africa is 
so rosy that we can afford, by disfran- 
chisement or by the exercise of excessive 
powers, to add to the difficulties before 
us. The war is lingering on ; no further 


honour or glory is to be got out of the | 


war ; the gilt is very considerably off the 
gingerbread. We have at present to do 
what we can, not to add to the difficulties 
that have to he met, but, as far as pos- 
sible, to diminish them. I have been 
struck with the view which Sir Alfred 
Milner himself takes of the situation. 
The best that Sir Alfred Milner can say 
in regard to the outlook is that he does 
not “take a very gloomy view” of it. If 
the High Commissioner expresses himself 
thus, surely the outlook must be very bad 
and very gloomy. I only wish to add 
one word, It is that I do not desire on 
the present occasion to discuss the 
question of the future. It would be pre- 
mature to do so. South Africa is in a state 
of chaos, and it is not possible for any 
person or Government really to decide on 


Mr. Sydney Buxton. 
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| the matter in detail. I feel bound to say, 
however, that I am not prepared to con- 
test the proposition that there must be 
some form of effective Imperial control 
in the future with regard to the 
Transvaal and the Orange Free State, but 
in what form it is to be applied it is pre- 
mature to lay down. The mere fact of 
the war having lasted so long has made 
the position a more difficenlt one. It is 
obvious now that for a long time to come 
we must have a military occupation of 
the ‘Transvaal and the Orange Free State. 
The long delay will give time to allow 
differences to diminish, and to enable us to 
judge more fully of the sentiments existing 
at the Cape and here before committing 
ourselves to the details of the future. We 
ought to consult Dutch opinion at the 
Cape as well as English opinion. The 
longer the Government can delay making 
up their minds with regard to the details 
of the future the better I, for one, shall 
be satisfied. I am pleading for delay, 
for I believe it will afford the only chance 
of a satisfactory solution. I am sure that 
the hope of every Member of the House 
is that the war may come as speedily as 
possible to a conclusion. 


Service Estimates. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): I am glad the 


Government have afforded us this oppor- 
tunity of discussing their policy in South 
Africa, and I certainly think that a debate 
on the salary of the Chief Secretary is 
quite germane, seeing that if there is one 
man more responsible than another for 
the war and all the horrors which are 
going on in South Africa it is the Colonial 
Secretary. Of course, the Government, 
as a whole, is responsible, but the right 
hon. Gentleman stands out from among 
them, and therefore [ hold that we are 
fully entitled to discuss the question of 
his salary. The time has come when we 
may, so to speak, take stock and endea- 
vour to find out what has been the real 
advantage to this country of this war 
policy. In doing so we must go back to 
the origin of the war. I suppose the only 
reason why we interfered with the Trans- 
vaal was that we thought it was badly 
governed. But what was the bad govern- 


ment? We said that the franchise was 
‘not arranged so satisfactorily as we 


could have wished. We said also that 
|the rulers were corrupt ; and, lastly, we 
‘complained that they chose to be governed 
by an oligarchy—a fact which seemed to 
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trouble us most tremendously. But, after 
all, Mr. Kruger is only a typical Tory, and 
was carrying out the Tory policy in South 
Africa. Why this country could not 
stand Tory principles in South Africa I 
never could understand. It seems to me 
most extraordinary that we should have 
set ourselves to check these abuses. We 
have registration laws in this country 
which seem to be devised specially to 
prevent people from getting the franchise. 
Half the population—the women—are 
excluded altogether. Then I come to the 
charge of corruption. We alleged that 
public money was being devoted to 
private purposes in the Transvaal, but 
ever since 1895 most of the time of the 
House of Commons has been spent in 
giving public money to private indi- 
viduals. Then there was the allegation 
that the Transvaal was governed by an 
oligarchy. Are not we in this country 
similarly governed? Is not the real 
power vested in the House of Lords? If 
we are justified in attacking a corrupt 
oligarchy in South Africa, then I hope 
the time is not far distant when hon. 
Members will join in attacking the 
corrupt oligarchy which prevails in this 
country. But remember that the Boers 
were attached to all these abuses just as 
hon. Members opposite are attached to 
similar abuses in this country. I venture 
to assert, however, that if a foreign army 
were to come to this country with the 
avowed intention of sweeping away the 
House of Lords, Radicals, Democrats, 
and Socialists would promptly join in 
resisting them to the death, however much 
they may dislike the House of Lords, 
because we all have an innate love of the 
freedom of nations. Nations all like to 
be governed by themselves, and it is that 
love of freedom which has enabled the 
Boers to resist for so long the over- 
whelming forces we have launched against 
them. 220,000 of our men have been 
kept at bay by not more than 70,000 
Boers. If military glory is anything 
more than hypocrisy, than a delusion and 
asnare, then I think that glory is with 
the men who have been fighting against 
us. It has been a case of the weak against 
the strong, of the oppressed against the 
Oppressor, and of the freeman against the 
tyrant. Before the war broke out we 
were told that its object was to defend 
our colonies, and that it was produced by 
the ultimatum delivered by the Boers. I 


believe the real ultimatum was that of 
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the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary, which was sent several days 
before President Kruger handed in his. 
Is this a war of defence, or is it to be one 
of extermination? How have we been 
speaking and writing about our enemies 4 
A correspondent of the Morning Post not 
very long since wrote of the joy he had 
experienced in seeing the smoke of a 
rebel’s burning house, and he spoke of 
the Boers as vermin. That is the way in 
which certain portions of the press are in 
the habit of talking about the Boers, and 
yet I find in the Duily News a very 
different character given to these men. 
The writer desired to place it on record 
that, in his opinion, the Boer farmer is 
clean in his home life, that his domestic 
arrangements are pure, and that he com- 
pares very favourably with the farming 
classes in Australia, America, and Great 
Britain. How is it that Englishmen are 
acting so contrary to all their previous 
instincts and habits, and are rejoicing 
in the attempts to deprive these 
people of their independence? The 
only doctrine held by the people 
of this country which would enable 
this war to go on is that they 
believe their country must be backed up 
whether it is right or wrong. That 
is the opinion held by the man in the 
street, the man in the pulpit, the man in 
the newspaper office, and the man in the 
House of Commons, but the doctrine is 
as false as false can be, and it strikes at 
the root of all national religion, honour, 
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truth, and morality. What is this 
doctrine of “Our country, right or 


wrong,” leading to in South Africa at the 
present moment? It is leading to the 
crushing out of two independent 
Republics. What are the two Republics 4 
One was the Orange Free State ; but you 
have blotted out the “free” now. An 
impartial observer, the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen, long 
before this war broke out, said that the 
government of the Orange Free State was 
about the very best as regarded freedom 
and comfort the world had ever seen. 
You are fighting at this moment to pre- 
vent that government being carried on. 
Such a policy is the policy of the free- 
booter, the filibuster, the burglar, and 
the Boxer. Everything is on the debit 
side ; there is nothing at all to our credit. 
What have we lost? We have lost 
boundless treasure ; we have lost count- 
less men and noble lives; we have 
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lost our prestige and our position in | 
position or to come to sounder conclu 


the world. ,“Oh!”] That is why you 
cannot send anybody to China. We have 
lost our character. Never again can 
England pose as the friend of freedom, 
the protector of the weak, the guardian 
of the oppressed. She has fallen from 
her high estate, and thinks now of noth- 
ing but supremacy, and paramountey, and 
Empire. We shall be told that this is 
a vote of censure upon the Colonial Secre- 
tary ; that, at least, is my object, because 
no man has done so much to bring about 
this state of things as the Colonial Secre- 
tary. He stands head and_ shoulders 
above his colleagues—or, shall I say, his 
accomplices—in the efforts which have 
been made to support and carry on this 
odiousand un-English policy. But I should 
like to make use of his own words of four 
years ago in condemning this very policy. 
They are words well known to the House; 
but in every debate upon South Africa 
they out to be read, and also at every 
public meeting and in every discussion, 
hackneyed though they may be— 

* A war in South Africa would be one of the 
most serious wars that could possibly be 


waged. [t would be in the nature of a civil 
war. It would be a long war, a bitter war, 


and a costiy war, and, as I have pointed out 
already, it would leave behind it the embers 
of a strife which I believe generations would 
not be long enough to extinguish. To go to 
war with President Kruger in order to force 
upon him reforms in the internal aifairs of his 
State, in which Secretaries of State have 
repudiated all right of interference, that would 
be a course of action as immoral as it would 
be unwise.” * 

That is the course of action the Colonial 
Secretary has now taken, and by taking 
it he has brought discredit, degradation, 
demoralisation and, probably, disaster 
upon his country. For that reason I say 
he deserves the censure of every friend 
of humanity, peace, and justice. I beg 
to move a reduction of the Vote by 
£100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Secretary of State.°—(Sir Wilfrid Law- 


SON.) 


Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT (Durham) 
said the hon. Baronet had spoken in what 
he thought were the interests of peace, but 
there was nothing in the speech which 

* 8th May, 1896. (See Zhe Parliamentary 
Debates [Fourth Series}, Vol. x1., page 914.) 


Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 
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would enable the country to take a better 


sions than were to be found in the 
Blue-books, nor were there in it any 
suggestions likely to.be helpful in the 
present difficulties. In the speech of the 
late Under Secretary for the Colonies 
there were some things with which he 
agreed and others with which he dis. 
agreed. The hon. Member seemed to 
argue that it was impossible to think of 
the future, but that was just what the 
House ought to think of. He had read 
the Blue-books, and to his mind there 
never was more painful reading. Neither 
side seemed to have the slightest power 
to enter into the difficulties and preposses- 
sions of the other. That was a difficult 
task, but it was the task the Imperial 
Government and the country had to 
undertake. They had to look at both 
sides, and avoid not only the fact, but 
even the appearance of being led away by 
local faction. It was the duty of the 
Government to see that justice was carried 
through, and that men did not suffer for 
having been true to the flag. This was 
almost the last debate of the present 
session, and very likely the last debate on 
the subject of South Africa in the present 
Parliament. Before Parliament reassem- 
bled the constituencies, north, south, east, 
and west, would have been addressed, and 
it was important that they should consider 
the spirit which should animate the policy 
to be adopted. Members of Parliament 
were somewhat like a flock of sheep, and 
the speech of the Colonial Secretary that 
day would be all important because, in all 
probability, it would indicate the line of 
policy to which the great majority of this 
House of Commons, when it revisited the 
constituencies, would address themselves ; 
and he said without hesitation that any 
candidate who thought when he addressed 
the electorate that he would gain popu- 
larity by exciting animosity against the 
enemies who had been fighting against us, 
or by beating the big war drum, would 
be acting a part hostile to the highest 
interest of the country. He looked with 
confidence to the Colonial Secretary and 
the Government to indicate, as they had 
indicated by some of their despatches, 
that they were not actuated by vindictive 
motives, and that they would in anything 
they said — which would really be 
addressed to the country—accentuate 
that line and show they were true to the 


policy which they had professed to hold 
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all through of working steadily, unforget- 
fully, and persistently to build up in 
South Africa a free and self-governing 
community. That, after all, was the 
great object for which they should work, 
and then Unionist Members who sup- 
ported them could go to the country feel- 
ing they were supporting a noble policy. 
As to the Blue-books, there were two 
points as to which vehement discussion 
took place between one side or the other 
—the questions of annexation and the 
treatment of the rebels. Both were open 
to differences of opinion on the part of 
honourable and patriotic men, and to say 
that those who opposed annexation were 
the enemies of their country was to talk 
nonsense. He did not condemn gentle- 
men who took that view as unpatriotic 
and untrue citizens, but he did say that 
those who argued in favour of setting 
up again two independent or quasi-inde- 
pendent nationalities in South Africa 
were shutting their eyes to facts. All 
such ideas must be abandoned; the 
system had been tried and it had failed. 
He did not hesitate to say he would have 
heen more patient and have given it a 
longer trial, but it was gone, and gone 
for ever. In his opinion the only chance 
South Africa now had of good, free, and 
progressive government was in a combina- 
tion under the British flag, but that again 
was a question on which men differed 
and might differ as patriotic men. With 
regard to how rebels should be treated, 
he supposed everybody agreed that those 
who had borne arms against the Crown 
must be punished. On this point 
there did not appear to be much 
ifference between the two parties in Cape 
Colony. Both sides had come to the 
conclusion that it was absolutely neces- 
sary, in proceeding against the rebels, to 
depart from the procedure of the ordinary 
law. That might be a wise conclusion, 
but it was undoubtedly an uncommonly 
strong one. He should like to point out 
that in the rebellions of 1715, 1745, and 
1780 they had never tried persons other- 
wise than by the ordinary law—trial by 
jury. , . 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 


Birmingham, W.): Judge Jeffreys. 


*Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT said he was 
taking the troubles in this country on- 


wards from the Revolution, and Judge 


{25 JuLty 1900} 


| Jeffreys was before the period he referred 
| to. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN said surely 
the hon. Member did not advise them to 
follow such a precedent in this: case. 
He knew what was the justice that was 
meted out to the rebels on the occasions of 
which he spoke. Surely he did not sug- 
gest that they should mete out similar 
treatment to the rebels in this case. 


*Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT said he cer- 
tainly did not. His argument was that 
both sides, as represented by the argu- 
ments in the Blue-books, had come to a 
very strong but also to a right con- 
clusion, but he desired to point out that 


even the Dutch in South Africa were 
willing to go lengths which the 


Government of this country had not gone 
in the case of the rebellions referred to. 
He thought in that they were proceeding 
on the only lines on which some sort of 
reasonable justice could be meted out. 
Before he left the subject of the war he 
desired to refer, for the sake of obtaining 
an explanation, to Lord Roberts's de- 
spatch of Ist June, containing his procla- 
mation warning the inhabitants of the 
Orange River Colony that after fourteen 
days those who were found in arms would 
be liable to be dealt with as rebels. He 
would like to have a legal explanation 
as to how it was that one of the belli- 
gerents could turn armed enemies in the 
field, by issuing a proclamation, into rebels. 
Supposing a war broke out between 
France and England, and the island of 
Jersey fell into the hands of the French, 
would it be maintained that by issuing a 
proclamation annexing the British terri- 
tory the French, in consequence of the 
proclamation, turned those who had been 
enemies into rebels? He could not 
understand how, in accordance with the 
ordinary usages of warfare and the ordi- 
nary doctrines of international law, the 
terms of Lord Roberts’s proclamation 
could he justified. The Committee had 
not on this occasion to deal with the 
policy before the war; they had to look 
ahead. He was glad to think that, before 
very long, peace would be established. 
Then would come their difficulties and 
trials. Whatever Government was in 
power would he faced with those difticul- 
ties, but hon. Members had not indicated 
in any degree how they should be met. 
To think that without any exceptional 
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coercive and punitive means everything 
would come right was to blind themselves 
to existing facts. He did not see how 
they could get a very much be‘ter Minister 
than the Colonial Secretary to introduce 
and give effect to the working of a system 
of local government in South Africa. 
There was nothing in the right hon. 
Gentleman’s career to show that he set 
less value than the rest of them on 
local institutions. As to Sir Alfred 
Milner, he did not know whether he 
would be the Minister who was to restore 
peace and build up a system of local 
government in South Africa, but Sir 
Alfred Milner would be the first to recog- 
nise that the energies and qualities and 
abilities necessary to conduct a great war 
to a successful issue were of a different 
kind from those qualities required to 
build up a peaceful system of government 
among jarring nations. Without tact, 
judgment, and the exercise of very con- 
siderable patience, what was the result 
they should bring themselves to? He 
did not think there was any harm in 
mentioning it, for everyone must know 
that the result would be the suspension 
of constitutional government in Cape 
Colony. That was a disaster which he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
keep them clear of, and he trusted that 
he would lead them to the building up of 
free constitutional government throughout 
South Africa. 
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Sik ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs): 
I believe that if the spirit which has 
characterised the speech of my hon. friend 
who has just spoken had been more ap- 
parent in the House and in the country 
during the last twelve months, this 
wretched war might have been averted, or, 
at all events, the difticulties in which we 
now tind ourselves would have been con- 
siderably reduced. As a matter of fact, 
Ido not think anyone who remembers 
the reckless methods which have been 
adopted, and almost countenanced by 
those in high authority, in regard to 
public meeting and free speech throughout 
the countr’, can say that they have been 
conceived in the spirit of the speech of 
the hon. Member. But I am glad to be- 
lieve that there is now obtaining a more 
sober view in regard to this public 
calamity and the intense danger of the 
situation in which we have been placed 
than was the case a few months ago. I 


can assure the House I shall endeavour | 


Mr. Arthur Elliot. 
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to do nothing to diminish that sobriety. 
This is the first opportunity we have had 
for some time of considering the policy 
which has landed usin our present position, 
and it is the last opportunity we shall have 
during this present session of Parliament, 
and it may be during this Parliament, 
It is therefore our duty, without bitter- 
ness and, at all events, with frankness, 
fearlessly to consider the position in 
which we find ourselves, and to criticise 
the policy which has led to it, with a 
view, if possible, of diminishing the 
dangers which are to tome. It is said 
that it is useless to criticise, and in some 
sense that is true. If we ask questions I 
do not think the answers are always very 
full. When we wished to raise a discussion 
on the proper terms of settlement before 
they had been concluded by the absolute 
declarations of the Government and the 
actual annexation of the Orange Free 
State, we were prevented by a blocking 
notice which the Government did not 
think it proper to take steps to remove. 
If we blame the policy of the Government, 
we have until recently been told what is 
absolutely untrue — that we are the 
enemies of the country, or that we are 
animated by some personal spirit towards 
the Colonial Secretary, which also is 
untrue. If any Members on this side of 
the House venture to agree with the 
Government, their position is stil! more 
unfortunate, because I[ find that Lord 
James of Hereford, the other day, spoke 
of my hon. friends in terms which I will 
read to the Committee. He said— 

“* Who are the Liberal Lmperialists, and what 
do they mean? ‘hey come as candidates before 
the constituencies, and they say, ‘We are 
Liberals, and we support the policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government in relation to that ques- 
tion which in the coming election must be the 
only question before the people of this coun- 
try. I[ object to Unionist candidates being 
opposed by men who have nothing to say but 
that they think the Government is right in 
what they are doing. [ want to have the 
fight fairly fought. Unionists du not want to 


. see the whire flag hoisted, and then to be fired 


at from under its protection. 


I am not one of those Liberal Imperialists ; 
I have a very imperfect conception of 
what Liberal Imperialism means. But I 
must say that itis a very curious politi- 
cal situation, in which the chief offence 


‘which can be perpetrated from this side 


of the House against a Government is to 
express a sincere belief in the wisdom of 
the policy of the Government. I regret, 
with all goodwill and perfect frankness, 
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the differences on this side of the House : 
they have gone far to paralyse the useful- 
ness of the Liberal party and cf the 
Opposition. I regret the position most 
deeply ; I hope it will be of short dura- 
tion; but I am perfectly certain that 
the misfortune will not be diminished 
or the period of its duration shortened by 
maintaining silence in regard to the 
opinions we hold. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite said we ought to look at the 
actual facts and circumstances. I will 
look at them, and I shall confine myself 
to looking at them simply from the point 
of view of the interests of our own 
country and of the British Empire. If 
any questions of ethics obtrude them- 
selves, let the Government settle them 
with their own party. The war has now 
lasted for nine or ten months; we have 
occupied the capital of beth the enemies’ 
States; we have established beyond 
question the military supremacy of this 
country. If anybody doubted—as it was 
said the Boers doubted, although we 
always knew better—the courage of the 
British souldiers, that doubt has been 
removed by the uncomplaining courage 
of our troops—a courage which has never 
been surpassed in the annals of the 
world. What are the losses? What is 
the present diminution of the effective 
force in South Africa? In_ killed, 
captured, and those invalided home, I 
believe the total amounts to 35,000 men. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 5.): 
Oh, more than that ! 

Sir ROBERT REID: You have to 
add to that number those who are at 
present in hospital in South Africa, I do 
not know what that number is, but I 
believe it is something like 20,000. 
That is to say we have sustained a 
diminution of our effective force after 
nine months fighting equal to 55,000 
men. ‘There is no man in this House 
who does not feel the deepest sympathy 
with the men who have exposed them- 
selves and suffered as these men and the 
bereaved relations have done. And what 
has been the cost of this policy? In- 
cluding the temporary force for home 
defence, I make it that the cost amounts 
to something like £60,000,000, and I am 
afraid we cannot absolutely say the war is 
yet over. It is uncertain how long it 
may last. I hope most heartily that the 
enemy will soon desist from an unequal 
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struggle which can lead to nothing but 
further bloodshed and further misery. 
We cannot, however, yet pronounce the 
war ended ; I wish we could. There is 
another accomplished fact which deserves 
attention. There has been an intense 
bitterness created in the Cape Colony and 
Natal—a reign of hatred and suspicion 
between the two races. There are com- 
plaints, to which my hon. friend alluded 
—complaints of the abuse of martial law. 
I cannot enter upon that matter; I have 
no materials for the purpose. I am not 
prepared to accept newspaper _ state- 
ments as sufficient ground for making 
so grave an indictment. But this 
I say: while martial law during time of 
war and in the areas occupied by 
the fighting forces is often and probably 
in this case necessary, there is nothing 
more liable to abuse, and there are some 
precepts which ought to be observed with 
the greatest possible care. There never 
ought to be a refusal to allow legal advice 
to be taken ; there never ought to be de- 
tention for an undue space of time before 
trial ; there never ought to be—in law 
there never can be—in regard to civil 
offences a martial court sitting alongside 
a civil court. From the moment the 
civil power is able to re-assert itself 
martial law in regard to civil offences 
becomes unlawful and is one of the 
gravest crimes that can be perpetrated. 
There has been complaint of that, but 
that is for the Cape Parliament primarily 
to inquire into; the responsibility is 
theirs, and they have the means for 
active inquiry which we have not. But 
the fact remains that a population which 
has hitherto been living in_ perfect 
harmony, whatever their ulterior designs 
may have been—about which much that 
is foolish has been said—are now 
divided into hostile camps corresponding 
with racial differences—a most grave and 
dangerous condition of things. Let me 
look for a moment at the future. Soon, 
I trust, peace will be re-established. I 
am afraid it will be re-established only by 
such a destruction of life among the 
adult population of the Orange Free 
State and the Transvaal as will make 
further military resistance impossible, but 
it will be restored, I hope, soon, and then 
will begin the duty of the Government of 
governing those countries in the name of 
the Queen. Let me look first at the con- 
quered territory. To govern that country 





will be an experience absolutely unique in 
1 
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the history of this nation, and, I believe, 
in the history of the world. The two 
‘colonies taken together comprise a country 
nearly the size of France, 6,000 miles 
away from you by sea, and many hun- 
dreds of miles inland. The population, 
whose extraordinary bravery and military 
‘capacity no one can deny, is a white 
population, a population kindred to our- 
selves, with a degree of kinship with 
which only the curious are really ac- 
quainted. The British population is in- 
significant except near Johannesburg. | 
assume that disarmament will of necessity 
follow—so far as we can effect disarma- 
ment. It cannot be wholly effected, 
because the native population very greatly 
outnumbers the white. It is not a very 
easy task to disarm a population occupy- 
ing a territory the size of France, very 
far away from our immediate control, 
with the enormous border the country 
has, and a very scant white population. 
For some time, no doubt, the Boers will 
be so stunned by the terrific blow that 
has been levelled against them that they 
will be quiescent and unable to take any 
active hostile part. That may be so, but 
there is too much reason to fear, from the 
lessons of history, from the history of the 
Dutch race itself, that they will not long 
acquiesce in their conquest. A great 
army must be maintained there, with long 
lines of communication through existing 
colonies which are by no means likely to ac- 
quiesce in the subjugation of their fellow- 
countrymen. We know what guerilla war- 
fare means, and how dangerous it is in a 
difficult country a long way from your 
base. How many troops will be needed 
in the two conquered Republics for the 
purpose of maintaining the authority of 
the Crown, and how long will they be 
required? If it is the opinion of the 
Colonial Secretary, as quoted from his 
speech Ly the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Cockermouth, that the feeling of 
hostility which would be created by a 
war with South Africa will last for 
generations, what is the prospect for 
us? We have a vast Empire which it is 
supposed we care for; the love of this 
Empire is supposed to be confined entirely 
to the hon. Gentlemen opposite with 
whom we have the misfortune temporarily 
toditfer. What is the prospect for any- 
one who takes a pride in the Empire ? 
What is our position in China, and what 
are our duties all over the world? Is it 
possible that this should be overlooked by 
Sir Robert Leid. 
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anyone who seriously approaches the 
problem? This great military force 
which will be required at the Cape 
will have to be maintained at the 
cost of the people of this country, 
We cannot place the charge on Cape 
Colony or Natal, and if we want to 
get money from the Transvaal it will 
have to be from the mines and the 
minerals, and you will find that you will 
not get more than enough, if enough, to 
pay the interest on some part of the loans 
you have raised for the purposes of this war, 
What is the prospect, too, in Cape Colony 
itself? The population there is, at all 
events, four to three, perhaps three to 


two, Dutch as against British, and 
you have only to read Sir Alfred 


Milner’s own despatches to see that 
they have the keenest sympathy with 
the Boers, and the keenest desire 
that you shall not extirpate the last 
vestige of a nation in which they take so 
great an interest. Disfranchisement is 
threatened. The Colonial Secretary 
threatened it in his despatch as a penal 
necessity. Personally I do not at all 
think that disfranchisement for a period 
of five years, for example, having regard 
to what the old laws of treason were, is a 
punishment of very undue severity ; but 
looked at from the point of view of the 
hon. Member for Poplar it will be a 
method of disturbing the constitutional 
balance of that country. Is it likely to 
affect the balance ? Ten thousand is stated 
by Sir A. Milner as being the number 
which will be affected by this abolition of 
the franchise. I do not know if they are 
all voters, but even if they are, it is a 
very small method of trying to affect the 
constitutional balance of the country, and 
it cannot be effective because the effect 
will only be short. But we have to 
consider more than that ; we have also to 
consider the possibility indicated by the 
hon. Member for Durham—the possibility 
of being called upon to suppress the Con- 
stitution of Cape Colony. We were much 
relieved by the observations of Lord 
James of Hereford, who has been kind 
enough to speak plainly on this subject. 
Aiter formulating the principle which he 
thought ought to prevail, he proceeded to 
say that, if it were necessary to enforce this 
simple plan, even though the Constitution 
were suspended, he believed there would 
be a strong note of disapprobation not 
only in this country, but in every colony 
enjoying free government. If any sueh 
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{25 JuLy 1900} 
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necessity arises it will be the most complete | it is on that ground that I am going to 


and decisive condemnation that could be | 


conceived of the policy which has been 
pursued towards South Africa. 
secret of the unity of the British Empire 
is that we do not attempt to govern our 
white fellow-subjects. 
seribed more eloquently that feature of 
the British Empire than the Colonial 
Secretary upon the Australian Common- 
wealth Bill. But if we were to violate 
that essential condition of our Empire in 
South Africa, 
that, quite apart from the question of 
South Africa, the most gloomy forebod- 


ings might be raised among other colonies | 


as to the tenure of their freedom resting 
upon a precarious basis? If the Govern- 
ment are going to suspend the Constitu- 


tion in Cape Colony they will find that 


there will be opened a bottomless pit into 
which they will have to throw the blood 
and treasure of the people of this country, 
which it is the primary duty of the Govern- 
ment to protect. These are the dangers of 
this policy, the results of which are visible to 
all men’s minds. They cannot much 
longer be concealed by complacent news- 
and 


papers. There is one chance only, 
that is that under an absolutely just and 
beneficent Government the angry and 


rankling feelings ereated in South Africa 
by the war may gradually subside and be 
replaced by peace and progress. Those 
who favour the Government hope that the 
nationality of the Boers will be merged 
ina South African nationality, and that 
the devotion they have shown to their 
own flag may be transferred to us. I 
most earnestly hope that that consum- 
mation may arise. But [ wish [ could share 
the belief that it is likely to arise. Of 
this 1am perfectly certain—every harsh 
exercise of the power of martial law 
will retard it ; every sneering attempt 
to fix disaffection upon the whole of the 
Dutch race will retard it. The only 
chance of that consummation must rest 
upon the conviction of the Dutch com- 
munity that the privileges and rights of 
the English in the colonies will be ex- 
tended on an equal footing to the Dutch 
also, provided they do not transgress the 
law, The situation in South Africa has 
been created by the policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government. Iam not going 
to trouble the House by going over the 
ground again, which has already been tra- 
versed. ‘Lhe situation has been created 
by the policy of the Government, and 


The | 
| British territory were wholly indefensible. 


No one has de-| 


must not everyone feel | 


; Cagerness. 


vote for the Amendment of my hon. 


friend. I have always held that the 
Boer ultimatum and invasion of the 


But these were the outcome of the menac- 
ing and harassing course pursued by the 
Government, and principally by the 
Colonial Secretary. The evil can only be 
cured by the healing virtue of moderation 
and forbearance; and I trust that the 
Colonial Secretary, who is a man of 
extraordinary intellectual powers, will 
show in his treatment of the situation 
that he possesses these qualities. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The hon. 
and learned Gentleman who has just sat 
down fulfilled the promise of: his opening 
remarks by the propriety and sobriety of 
his language and the sweet reasonable- 
ness ot his arguments, and it may be 
convenient that at this stage I should 
say a few words—they will not be many 
—in reply to what he has advanced. I 
confess that I looked forward to this. 
debate with great interest and great 
I regretted that it was neces- 
sarily postponed by the greater urgency- 
of other matters which have had days of 
Supply devoted to them. I was anxious 
for this debate, because | desired in this 
great controversy to secure a clear issue. 
There is room, no doubt, for differences 
of opinion, even for extreme differences 
of conscientious opinion, and if once 
differences exist there is only one tribunal 
we can appeal to to settle them. But in 
order that that tribunal may settle them, 
and settle them satisfactorily, it must be 
in possession of the whole case. It must 
be in the possession, therefore, not 
merely of the views of the Govern- 
ment, which I think have been fully 
and frankly expressed, and which 
[ am prepared to repeat, but it must also 
be in the possession of the views of the 
Opposition. To this debate, then, I have 
looked in order that we may gather for 
the information of the country the views 
of the Opposition upon this matter, so 
that when the time comes we may obtain 
a fair decision upon it. An Amendment 
has been moved by the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Cockermouth Division to 
reduce the salary of the Secretary of 
State. The hon. Baronet has himself 
explained to the House the sense in which 
he understands the vote on his Amend- 
ment will be taken. If there be other: 
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matters upon which it is desired to cen- 
sure the Secretary of State, it is possible, 
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of course, to move reductions in the Vote | 


upon which those other questions can be 
raised. But it cannot lie in the mouth of 
those who vote for this Amendment to 
say, “I did not vote because I am opposed 
to the war. On the contrary, I am a 
Liberal Imperialist. I only voted because 
I think the Colonial Secretary did not act 
discreetly with respect to the complaints 
of some official in Ceylon or Barbados.” 
That will not do. 


minds of any hon. Gentlemen opposite 
that they should adopt such a course as 
that. 


SIR 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Very good. 
So far we are entirely agreed. Then, 
what is the issue upon which we are 
going to take a vote? Let me say that 
I think also those who refrain from 
voting will find themselves in a difticult 
position. They will have something to 


explain. After all, this is, as the hon. and | 


learned gentleman said, a most serious 
dliscussion. We are engaged in the 
greatest war of our generation. The 
cost of life and treasure has been tre- 
mendous. The whole question, then, of 
the policy of the war, of the continuance 
of the war, and of the results of the war 
—all that is the greatest question which 
this House has had to consider. And upon 
that there can be no neutral ground. 
There must be a vote on one side or on 
the other. Nothing could be more con- 
temptible in politics than that in such a 
case as this, where the existence, the 
security, and the honour of the nation 
are at stake, anyone present in the House 
should run out of it on the division. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: We are all 


agreed in that. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Seo far, then, 
we are agreed. We shall get the issue 
which I have no doubt both of us desire. 
The issue raised by the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Cockermouth Division is 
that the whole policy of the war is wrong ; 
that the war is wrong, and as a conse- 
quence—the only logical and necessary 
consequence—that the annexation of the 
two Republics is wrong, and that their 


Mr. J. Chamberlain 


{COMMONS} 


I do not conceive for | 
a moment it would suggest itself to the | 


H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
(Stirling Burghs): Then why suggest it ? | 
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| independence ought to be restored. That, 
| also, is the view frankly expressed by the 
/ hon. and learned Gentleman who has just 
| sat down. In fact, I can conceive of no 
other that can be taken by any man who 
honestly and conscientiously believes that 
this war is an unjust and an unrighteous 
war. To say that the war is unjust and 
unrighteous, and then to vote for punish- 
ing the innocent and giving something to 
the guilty—allowing the guilty to profit 
by their guiltiness—that is a most illogical 
and immoral doctrine, and on that issue 
we are very glad to challenge the judg- 
/ment of the House. What is the position 
taken by the hon. and learned Gentleman ? 
| He laid a great deal of stress on, and 
| spoke with much feeling of, the misery 
which has been caused by this war—the 
loss of life and money, and so forth. But 
surely the hon. and learned Gentleman 
must know as well as everyone else that 
all that is absolutely irrelevant. It is an 
appeal to sentiment which has nothing to 
do with the issue we are trying. Of 
course it may be an argumen® against all 
war. 


Sr ROBERT REID: Really, it is a 
new method of controversy that the right 
hon. Gentleman is adopting —-—_[Cheers, 
and, as Mr. Chamberlain refused to give 
way, loud Ministerial cries of ‘“ Order, 
order!”]| I wish to correct a statement 
of the right hon. Gentleman, but, of 
course, if he will not allow me to do so I 
will sit down. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If the hon. 
and learned Gentleman has any correction 
to make I will give way at once. But he 
was making a new argument. 


Sm ROBERT REID: I have a corree- 
tion to make. My reason for voting for 
the reduction is that I believe that his 
policy has been disastrous to his country. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no 
doubt. That was also the statement of 
the hon. Baronet as well as of the hon. 
and learned Member who followed him. 
But that is not a correction. That is 
'what I have been pressing upon the Com- 
mittee from the beginning as the issue. I 
have also incidentally defined what that 
| policy is to which the hon. and learned 
_ Gentleman is entirely opposed. But the 
-hon. and learned Gentleman’s interrup- 
| tion refers to an earlier part of my speech. 
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What I was saying at the moment was 
that all these statements made by him or 
by anyone else with regard to the terrible 
fruits of war are not relevant to the ques- 
tion whether the war is just and righteous 
or not. Assume that we were all agreed that 
it was jast and righteous —still it would 
be equally true to say that there would 
have been great loss of life and all these 
terrible results which the hon. Gentleman 
puts before us in such moving language. 
It is irrelevant language. You must not 
judge the war by the loss of life and limb 


incurred, but by other considerations alto- | 
The greatest war of our times—_ 
in which thousands lost their | 


gether. 
a war 
lives where in this war only units 
have done so—the great Civil 
War of America, even Mr. 


Yet the loss and suffering caused by it 


was infinite in comparison with that of | 


the present war. But the hon. and 
learned Gentleman went on to say that as 
a result of this war—which, I suppose, 
we ought to have taken into account 
when the policy which led to the 
war was entered upon—there has been 
a creation of race hatred in South 
Africa which it will take generations 
to cure. We can claim that we 
were not unaware of that. The very 
paragraph which has been quoted, and 
with which substantially I entirely agree, 
shows that we were tully aware that if we 
did enter into this war it would be a great 


calamity, and, therefore, we had every | 
reason to avoid it. Our contention, which | 


is part of the issue on which the Com- 
mittee will vote, and which the hon. and 
learned Gentleman honestly and con- 
scientiously disputes, is that we could not 
avoid the war, that the war was inevitable 
as well as just, and that we have to take 


these consequences, terrible as they are, | 


as a result of a war which we believe to 
be just. I must, however, be permitted 
to say that the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man takes no account of history at all 
when he talks of the creation of race 
feeling. It would be very difficult to fix 
the exact time at which that race feeling 
began to develop itself. The one thing 
Wwe can say is that its appearance was 
synchronous with the activity of the 
Afrikander Bond. The hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Poplar spoke in rather large 
terms of the necessity of doing justice to the 
loyalty of the Dutch, of a recognition of 
the loyal position taken up by the leaders 
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| stand one another. 





Bright | 
defended as a just and righteous war. | 
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of the Afrikander Bond, and of the 
necessity of consulting them in regard to 
any future settlement. Sir, let us under- 
I observe that hon. 
Gentlemen opposite very often talk of the 
Dutch as though the race difference were 
a race difference alone. It is not so. 
There are Dutchmen and Dutchmen. 
There are the Dutch who have been dis- 
loyal, and the Dutch who, with every 
difficulty in their way, incurring thereby 
the hatred and persecution of many of 
their own people, bravely stood up for us. 
They have been loyal to the flag which 
protects them, and recognise the advan- 
tages which they enjoyed under the 
British Crown. Why did not the hon. 
Member make that distinction clear ? 
Which of the Dutch is it that we are to 
consult ? What section of the Dutch is 
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it? That which has been loyal ? 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: If the 


right hon. Gentleman asks me, I will tell 
him. What I said is that the Afrikander 
Bond as a whole, leaders and members, 
had, in spite of enormous difficulties, 
remained loyal and had not taken part in 
this rebellion. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: On what 
authority does the hon. Gentleman make 
that statement? What justification has 
he for standing the guarantor of the loyalty 
of the leaders of the Afrikander Bond ? 
I want the Committee to remember that 
this debate is addressed to two audiences. 
It is addressed to England, where 
any vagaries of the hon. Gentleman will 
be estimated at their true value. But 
what is to be the effect of such a state- 
ment as that in South Africa at the 
present time, where you have one of the 
leaders of the Bond, a late Minister of 
Her Majesty’s Government, Mr. Te 
| Water, addressing a meeting of the Bond 
and saying that the only fault of the 
Ministry was that they had allowed the 
Cape Colony of Her Majesty to be used 
by British soldiers? Is that the opinion 
that the hon. Gentleman thinks it would 
have been right and wise for us to con- 
sult? What word has he used in the 
whole of his speech to recognise the 
loyalty of those other Dutchmen and of 
that vast majority of British colonists 
who, as I say, have held to the British 
Crown and flag in circumstances of the 
greatest difficulty ? Not a word of recog- 
nition. Not one atom of sympathy for 
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their sufferings. The hon. Gentleman 
palliates rebellion. He condones rebel- 
lion. He thinks that five years disfran- 


{COMMONS} 
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| Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
| Has the abandonment of the life-long dis. 
| franchisement your approval ¢ ; 


chisement is an excessive punishment for | 


a rebel, for a man who, having absolutely | 


no grievance of any kind, but enjoying 
the utmost liberty and freedom, has taken 
up arms against Her Majesty, shot her 


soldiers, and looted the property and | 


outraged the persons of Her Majesty’s 
loyal subjects. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I do not 
like to interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, 
but I did refer to the loyal colonists. I 
spoke of them as deserving well of their 
country. I said it more than once. I 
distinguished between them aud the 
rebels, and I said I was not arguing that 
five years disfranchisment was too great 
a sentence. I was referring to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s proposal of a life-long 
disfranchisement. I did not refer to it 
in regard to its leniency ; but I said that 
at the present time that form of punish- 
ment was the worst that could be 
chosen. 


I do not 
the hon. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
remember the observation of 
Gentleman; what I do remember was 
that he said that Mr. Schreiner deserved 
well of the country, but I do not re- 
member he said a single word in favour 
of any of the--— 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I did. 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Then of 
course I accept his statement. Now I 
come to the point which the hon. Gentle- 


man has just referred to. He occupied, 


I suppose, twenty minutes in denouncing 


a proposal for lifelong disfranchisement, 
which was only put forward by me in 
answer to a request from the Cape 
Government to state what might, in my 
opinion, be what would be right and 
proper. It was not pressed, as the hon. 
Gentleman says. It has been abandoned 
in favour of the still more moderate and 
still more lenient proposal for five years 
disfranchisement, which was not made by 
me but which was made by the Attorney 
General of the Cape Government before 
they knew what my opinions were, and 
which has heen adopted by the present 
Cape Ministers. 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No aban. 
| donment was necessary. I had no right 
| todictate to the Cape Government, and 
I never attempted to. They asked me for 
suggestions, and I made my suggestions ; 
and let me say now with regard to those 
suggestions that I think they were the 
most ienient, the most moderate, the most 
reasonable that could possibly have been 
administered. Personally, I still consider 
that it would have been very much better 
that the penalty for the class of rebels 
who are under consideration should have 
been life-long disfranchisement, of course 
leaving it open to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment or to the Cape Government at any 
time to re-enfranchise the men if they 
found the circumstances would justify it. 
A life-long disfranchisement is considered 
to be a considerable punishment—an ex- 
cessive punishment the hon. Gentleman 
called it. I wonder whether he knows 
what the Cape law is. The Cape law is 
that a man who is convicted for treason 
may be sentenced to death, may be im- 
prisoned for life or any shorter term, 
may be fined to the full extent 
of his fortune, but he must be 
disfranchised for life. My hon. friend 
the Member for Durham spoke about an 
extraordinary proceediig we were lending 
our support to for establishing a Special 
Commission. He quoted cases in which 
‘rebels had been tried by the ordinary 
law of the land, Interrupting him [| 
inquired whether my hon. friend wanted 
to press upon the Government the adop- 
tion of the plan adopted in 1715 and 
1745. 


*Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT said that he 
approved altogether of the substitution 
of a special Commission for trial by jury. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: What I 
was going to say was that the Special 
Commission was the proposal of the late 
Cape Ministers, and was assented to by 
the gentlemen who afterwards resigned 
from the Ministry on the point of disfran- 
chisement. To have had all the men, 
perhaps thousands in number, tried by 
| jury would have been impracticable ; cer- 

tainly it would not have conduced toa 

just verdict in all cases. Considering the 
heat and feeling which undoubtedly pre- 
( 
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yailed I think it might have been possible 
to predict what the verdict would be, and 
] think the Cape Government took a 
proper course in deciding to have a special 
tribunal. Then: there is no difference of 
opinion either between the late Cape 
Government or the dissentient Ministers 
and Her Majesty’s Government as to the 
treatment of the ringleaders. I imagine 
that as to persons who have committed acts 
contrary to the usages of war, or who have 
otherwise behaved in an exceptionally bad 
manner, it is agreed by all that they must 
be brought to trial by the Special Com- 
mission. Then there remain those who 
have either been willing to join the rebels, 
or who have been able to show that they 
joined under compulsion. The hon, 
Member for Poplar assured the Com- 
very few have willingly 
I take exception altogether to 
that statement. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: What I 
said was that Sir Alfred Milner’s despatch 
showed that very few had willingly or 
gratuitously joined. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I entirely 
misunderstood the hon. Member. But [ 
ditter from the hon. Member still with re- 
gard to the inference he draws from Sir 
Alfred Milner’s despatch. As certain as 
anything can possibly be, what happened 
was this— the Cape Colonists who 
sympathised with the rebels, sent word to 
the rebels inviting them to come, and 
promised that if they came in they would 
rise and join. They wanted an excuse— 
an appearance of compulsion at any 
rate—but the despatches which we have 
heen able to obtain, the despatches 
from the Boer ofticers themselves, show 
that when they came in they were 
heartily welcomed. They had no 
difficulty whatever in commandeering 
those who afterwards joined. After the 
Boers had commandeered the willing 
colonists they dealt with the loyal 
colonists. In most cases they gave them 
eight days notice to quit—sometimes less 
—unless they would join them and fight 
against their own flag and their own 
country. That was the treatment which 
was meted out to loyalists, and now the 
assumption is, according to the arguments 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite, that we are 
to take no account whatever of that—that 
the men who have so behaved, who have 


willingly rebelled against the flag, are to | 
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/come back, are to find their farms pre- 


served for them, in many cases by British 
soldiers, and are to be able, if they so 


please, to taunt those who were loyal with 


the loss of their property and the injury 
to themselves and their families. I say 
that is an intolerable state of things. 
But, as I have explained in one of my 
despatches, the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government is not a vindictive policy. 
Revenge does not enter into our minds, 
nor, as I believe, does it enter into the 
minds of any reasonable people in this 
country. What we want is prevention. 
We do not want rebellion to be made so 
easy and so profitable that if any difficulty 
at any future time recurs, the same men 
may again go out in arms against us. 
What do we propose in the case of the 
men who have behaved I have 
described? We do not propose to submit 
them to the death penalty or to imprison 
them ; we do not propose to even fine 
them, but we propose to disarm them 
politically for five years. This is the 
whole punishment. It was said we should 
(lisarm them as far as possible. Is it not 
illogical to say you are to take away the 
rifles which these people have used for 
certain purposes injurious to the British 
Empire, and that you are going to give 
them votes in order to do the same thing 
by other means? I will not attempt to 
quote the words of the hon. Member for 
Poplar, but the whole implication of his 
speech was that a punishment was being 
imposed for the rebellion which ought not 
to be imposed. 


as 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I did not 
say that five years disfranchisement was 
an excessive punishment, but I said that, 
under the present circumstances of the 
Cape, disfranchisement was the worst and 
most inexpedient form of punishment that 
could be imposed. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have just 
found what I put down while the hon. 
Member was speaking. He said dis- 
franchisement is the worst method, taken 
in the worst place and at the worst time. 
Then he says he did not object to that 
punishment. That was the whole argu- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman. One reason, 
he says, why we should not have done 
this is that it raises suspicion about the 
Colonial Secretary. I am quite aware 
there are many suspicions about the 
Colonial Secretary. Whom have I to 
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thank for that? The suspicions are all de- 
rived from the speeches of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite ; they are not derived from fact. 
They are not derived in the least from 
fact, they are not derived from anything 
I have said, from anything I have written, 
from anything I have done, but they are 
derived from ignoble motives which hon. 
Gentlemen have imputed to me, from 
articles in the press, from Conciliation 
Committees, and Stop-the-war Committees, 
and from their literature, which I do not 
read, but which I see when it comes back 
to me from South Africa as having been 
quoted and repeated by some of the 
leaders, I will not say of the rebellion, 
but I will say some of those who are hos- 
tile to the British position in South 
Africa. Yes, I know what the suspicions 
amount to, and I do not hesitate to say 
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what was the object of hon. Gen- 
tlemen. They have — undoubtedly 
seriously embarrassed from the — be- 
ginning to the end the very hard 


and difficult work in which I have been 
engaged, At the same time I have taken 
one course, | have spoken plainly, I have 
endeavoured to say exactly what I mean, 
so that no one’ could misunderstand me, 
and I believe, in the long run at any rate, 
that that will prove to have been the best 
eourse. I think I have really dealt with 
most of what has been said. I would, 
however, refer to one expression of the 
hon. Baronet the Member forCockermouth, 
or of the hon. and learned Gentleman 
opposite, who complained that people 
called him and his friends the enemies of 
their country. Well, Sir, I really do not 
know of any one who has made any such 
charge against either the hon. and learned 
Gentleman or the hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for Cockermouth. But, when the hon. 
Baronetthe Member for Cockermouth says 
of his countrymen that they are “ free- 
hooters,” “ burglars,” and “ Boxers,” it is 
very difficult indeed to represent him as 
a friend of his country. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman opposite, although I 
do not think he defined his position very 
clearly, as I understand is against the 
annexation of the two Republics. If so, 
will he bear this in mind, that in the first 
place he is opposing himself to the 
unanimous opinion of all the great. selt- 
governing colonies who have assisted us 
in this matter. That is one point on 
which through all their Governments they 
had officially communicated their opinion | 
before we came to a decision. 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 


' going against the opinion of every loyal 
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Englishmen and Dutchman in Natal and 
in the Cape Colony. He is going against 
the opinion, I belie ‘ve, of nine out of ten 
of his own countrymen. It is true the 


hon. Baronet says the country has gone 
mad. Well, we know that frame of 
mind; there are a good number of 
people who hold that opinion, that 
all the rest of the world is mad, but 
then they are generally shut up. 


Sut, although hon. " Gitionns are per- 
fectly at liberty to hold their opinion, 
and to press it upon the House, I do 
ask the Committee to consider what 
would be the result of adopting it. What 
would be the position then of these loyal 


colonists, whose desires you would have 
rejected? Might you not then be 
accused of having * flouted” them? You 


would be doing that, and at the same 
time you would be doing worse than 
that, you would be discouraging all your 
loyal subjects in South Africa. The hon, 
and learned Gentleman in the cone ae 
words of his speech reverted to the 7 

of prophet, which is always a Pra 
one on occasions like this. It is so easy 
to prophesy, and it is so impossible to 
say whether or not the prophecy will 
come true, and when the prophecy has 
been proved to be untrue then all the 


interest in the matter has disap 
peared. He might quote me in 
the same sense, because in the 


speech to which the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Cockermouth referred I did 


no doubt say, four years ago, that a war 
in South Africa would create feeling 


which right take generations to allay. 
Well, that was a prophecy. I should like 
to say now that, with greater knowledge, 
I am more hopeful. I do not conceal 
from myself the terrible divisions among 
families, among peoples, among races, 
among religions, which exist at the pre- 
sent time in South Afriea Sut it seems 
to me that those who know most of the 
country are of opinion that hitherto those 
divisions have been based upon a mis- 
understanding on the part of the Boers of 
the English “character and the English 
power, and that now that that  misunder- 
standing has been removed by the war 
the probability is that after a short time 
they will settle down to a condition 
of things in which certainly they will 
not have anything to complain of. 
We have publicly declared it to be our 


He is desire and intention to give to them at 
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the earliest possible moment self-govern- { effect that, in his opinion, there should be 


ment similar to that enjoyed by our own 
When hon. Members in this 


debate have spoken of disfranchisement | 


and other punishments, and have said 
that, while the object of the war was to 


} 


enfranchise the Uitlanders, the result of | 


the war would be to disfranchise the | 


Boers, they ignore the fact, which they 
know perfectly well, that while for a 
period, which { hope may be brief, it is 


absolutely necessary that the country | 


should be governed with large military 
forces present in it, yet we regard that 
as only a temporary situation, and one 
which we hope will be altered at the 
earliest possible moment. I have been 


asked by my hon. friend to say some- , 


thing about the future. The hon. Gentle- 


man the Member for Poplar urged 
delay. Well, I think delay has been a 


colonial policy for too many years. 
I do not entirely agree with the hon. 
Gentleman. No doubt we must not pro- 
ceed too hastily, and we shall have to 
proceed step by step. But there are 
some things which are very clear. 


The > 


first thing is the announcement which has | 


been made that the two States will be 
annexed to Her Majesty’s dominions and 
no political independence will be reserved 
to them in the future. Let me say that 
if you want authority for that you will 
find it in the writings and speeches of 
one of those men to whom all appeal in 
South Africa as a representative of 
judicial impartiality and moderation—I 
mean Mr. Rose-Innes. Mr. Rose-Innes 
has declared in the strongest terms that 
to give back to the Boers any kind of 


a military administration until such time 
as full self-government could be given, 
and that there should be no interval of 
Crown Colony government. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
My idea was, and is, that as long as your 
military occupation of the country con- 
tinues, of course the government of the 
country, which is not a regular govern- 
ment, will be in military hands, and in 
that sense a military government. But 
if you proceed from that to take a further 
step, and constitute a regular form of 
Crown Colony government, it appeared to 
me when I spoke, and it appears to me still, 
that you commit yourself to a definite 
kind of autocratic government which 
would be more difficult to get rid of, and 
which would rather indicate that you 
would expect it to be a long time before 
you got another form of government. I 
hope I have made myself clear. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I think I 
correctly understood the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, though I did not represent him 
with so much fulness. Practically, I think, 
we are agreed as to his meaning. I wish 
to say that I take issue. It is not the 
intention of the Government to maintain 
indefinitely a military administration in 
the two conquered States. We hold that 


' that would be one of the greatest mistakes 


independence would be merely sowing | 
‘military administration ; we believe that 


the seeds of further trouble and inviting 
future difficulty. 
It does not follow that the future 
government of the two States should be 
exactly the same, or that the grant of 
self-government which will ultimately be 
made to them should be made to both at 
the same time. It is possible that we 
might find that the Orange Free State 
would more rapidly be ina position safely 
to enjoy these privileges and liberties than | 
the Transvaal. The right hon. Gentleman | 
the Leader of the Opposition in a speech 
which he made in the country used, I 
think, an expression which rather sur- | 
prised me. Iam not quoting his words. | 
{have not them in my mind, and he will | 
no doubt tell me if I am wrong in inter- | 


preting them. Their meaning was to the | indication whatever on the subject. 


That is the first thing. | 


that could possibly be made in view 


of our desire for an_ early and 
pacific settlement. We remember 
what happened when the Transvaal 


was annexed on the last occasion; we 
remember how difficulties were created by 


there are difficulties essential to military 
administration, and that without in any 
way implying blame to the military 
authorities. But the military authorities 
are not trained for the purposes of civil 
administration, and certainly, in our 
opinion, at the very earliest moment 
civil administration must be set up, and 
a civil administration as opposed to a 
military administration is what we call 
Crown Colony government. But the fact 
that we establish such a government with 
a view to make the condition of the coun- 
try as easy as possible, to make as few 
breaks as possible with the past, is not to 
be taken as an indication that the govern- 
ment will last for long, or indeed as any 
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question of the length of such an admini- 
stration must depend on many cireum- 
stances which we now cannot anticipate, 
but especially, of course, on the way 
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in which the Boers take to the 
new government which we shall 
set up. I am = advised by _ those 


who, as I say, are most intimate with the 
country that it is the most improbable 
thing in the world that anything like 
continuous guerilla warfare will be main- 
tained, that itis not in the habits of the 
Boers at the present moment. It must 
be remembered that although we some- 
times speak of what is going on now as 
guerilla warfare, yet they are operations 
conducted by very large bodies of troops, 
numbering in some cases as many as 
8,000, and in all cases having a very sub- 
stantial number of guns and all warlike 
appliances. That is not guerilla warfare. 
What is meant by guerilla warfare, as we 
understand it from our knowledge of the 
Peninsular War, in which the Duke of 
Wellington commanded, I am, at all 
events, informed and advised we have 
not probably to fear. In sitting down I 
can only say that, although I recog- 
nise the enormous difficulties of the 
task which has been imposed upon us, 
I am_ hopeful, I am sanguine, that 
we shall bring it to a_ successful 
conclusion if we have the clear, the un- 
doubted support of the nation behind us. 
If we could have had the warm authori- 
tative support of the Opposition in this 
House, that is what I would have been 
best pleased to have had; if we could 
have shown that there was absolutely no 
party in this country on the question, I 
tirmly believe, as I am standing here, that 
the war would have been brought toa con- 
clusion before now. I believe, and I have 
some evidence to justify it. that the hope 
of reaction has prolonged the war, just as 
in the earlier stages of the war the Boers 
were encouraged to greater efforts by the 
hope of intervention. There may be no 
ground for accusing anybody, but there 
is ground for wishing, in the interest of 
this country, that, at all events, we shall 
have substantially a unanimous House 
behind us, and substantially a unanimous 
people behind us, in the difficulties we 
have still to face. 


{COMMONS} 


|rather curious that these 
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—namely, that in which he declared that 
he could not conceive it possible for any 
honest man who conscientiously believes 
that the war is an unjust and unrighteous 
war to do otherwise than think that the 
annexation of the two Republics is wrong, 
and that their independence ought to be 
restored. As to the rest of the speech, I 
I think it is one of the most extraordinary 
speeches I ever heard in this House. For 
my part, I rather admired it for what I 
would call its audacity. The right hon, 
Gentleman held up his hands in holy 
horror, and exclaimed that he could not 
imagine how anybody could regard his 
conduct with regard to South Africa with 
suspicion. He could not conceive how it 
was possible that his attitude should be so 
misconceived. ‘Suspicion !” he said. “On 
what basis of fact is this suspicion built !” 
Surely the right hon. (entleman cannot 
have forgotten the Hawksley letters, the 
concealment of facts in the South African 
Committee. He cannot have forgotten 
the promotion of one of the men im- 


plicated in the raid —Sir Graham 
Bower —and_ the _ reinstatement _ of 
another of the conspirators — Mr. 
Newton. Indeed, the history of the last 


four or ‘five years in South Africa is 
simply one record of facts, each and every 
one of them affording good, solid, substan- 
tial ground for suspecting the attitude of 
the right hon. Gentleman in everything that 
he does in South Africa. But there was 
another sentence which fell from him 
which was interesting as indicating one of 
the numerous changes of mind affected by 
the Colonial Secretary in the course of 
his brilliant career. Four or five years 
ago he considered that a war in South 
Africa would be a protracted war, a costly 
war, and would create endless bitterness 
and strife there ; and he came to the con- 
clusion that it would be an immoral pro- 
ceeding. To-day, recanting these, amongst 
a good many other opinions formed in 
the course of his life, he declares that he 
has changed his mind, that he has had 
further knowledge since then. He has 
seen men who know the country. [Hov. 
MeMBERS: Hear, hear!] That is per- 
fectly true; but he had seen these men 
‘“who know the country,” then, and it is 
men “ who 


‘know the country” perfectly, thought 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon | 
Boroughs): There was one portion of the | 
speech of the Colonial Secretary with 
which I find myself in cordial agreement | 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


that they could take Pretoria, the capital 
of the Transvaal, with 600 men! These 
were the men who had been living in the 
country all their lives, who were the 
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(iovernment, upon which information the 
Imperial Government based their whole 
policy. 


thought they could do with 600 amateur 
soldiers that which it has taken an army 
of 250,000 men eight or nine months 
to do. These were the men who 
informed the Imperial Government 
that President Kruger would climb 
down. Why, there are people in this 
country who have never seen South 
Africa. who have shown greater know- 
ledge about South Africa than these other 
men who have lived in it all their lives, 
but who were blinded by local and racial 
feeling, and who could not be trusted in 
amatter of this kind. That is the un- 
part of the whole business. 
The right hon. Gentleman has been 
studying the question possibly, but from 
what I can see, his mind is biassed by 
other considerations. Anybody who 
listened to his speech knows perfectly 
well that that speech had nothing what- 
ever to do with South Africa. It was not 
aspeech directed to South Africa, or having 
any connection with South Africa, and it 
was not intended to deal with the South 
African business. It was a speech in- 
tended purely for the hustings. It was 
an electioneering performance. I venture 
to say that there is no worse eye-glass 
than the ballot box; and it was through 
that glass that the right hon. Gentleman 
has been looking at all these facts. When 
he came to deal with disfranchisement, 
he misrepresented—I do not say that he 
did so wilfully—what was said by the late 
Under Secretary for the Colonies and 


my hon. and learned friend the 
Member for Dumfries Burghs. It 
was perfectly palpable what their 


proposition was. ‘Their proposition was 
that disfranchisement may not be a severe 
form of penalty, but that it was the 
Worst you can administer now. I would 
ask the supporters of the Government 
whether disfranchisement would ever 
have been thought .of in this wholesale 
fashion had it not been that the parties 
in the Cape are so close, that the Dutch 
majority in the Cape Parliament is so 
small, that the disfranchisement of a few 
hundreds will transfer the domination 
from one party to the other? It is a 
purely political move, and that is what 


has vitiated the whole policy of the right | 
| dinner party. Gentlemen who reveal the 


hon. Gentleman. He is so essentially a 


{25 Juty 1900} 


These were the men who knew | 
enough about the country that they 
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| political manager that he is always elec- 
| tioneering. He is a kind of political 
| agent, and so permeated is he with that 
instinct that he has made up his mind 
that if this war cannot be a military 
success, at any rate he will make it an 
electioneering success. So in South 


| Africa the right hon. Gentleman just 


manipulates the settlement in such a 
way that the Dutch Ministry shall be 
turned out and an English Ministry sub- 
stituted. And in this country he is deter- 
mined that this war should have one 
result—that is, a Chamberlain Ministry in 
the next Parliament. ‘That is electioneer- 
ing; it is not statesmanship; and it 
is not the way to settle the peace of 
South Africa. The worst of the whole 
business is that these are the considera- 


‘tions that have directed his entire policy, 


instead of considerations of statesmanship 
and conciliation which might have settled 
the whole thing without war. With the 
permission of the House, I should like for 


'a@ moment—it is relevant to the motion 


for the reduction of the salary of the 
Colonial Secretary—to invite attention to 
the state of things which exists in South 
Africa, and contrast it with the position 
when the right hon. Gentleman came into 
office. In Cape Colony what was the 
state of things when he took office? It 
is true that they had an Englishman at 
the head of affairs. The right hon. 
Gentleman has just been denouncing the 
Afrikander Bond practically as a treason- 
able conspiracy. He said, “I have 
evidence.” There has been too much so- 
called evidence which is kept back. Why 
should the right hon. Gentleman be the 


‘sole depository of all these confidences ? 


This is, after all, nominally a democratic 
country. What has become of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s rooted policy of taking 
the people into his confidence ? Here is 
evidence which, according to him, is 
sufficient to ground an indictment against 
the people of South Africa, and yet he 
withholds it from Parliament. I 
have looked carefully into the Blue- 
books, and so far from finding any 
evidence of aconspiracy I only find that 
Sir Alfred Milner has filled them with the 
shavings and sawdust of the South African 
League workshop—clippings from news- 
papers and society gossip in South Africa. 
Asa serious bit of evidence, there is a 
conversation with a gentleman called 
Schreiner, seventeen years ago, at a 
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on whose evidence you are going to indict 
a whole nation! This gentleman met a 
Mr. Wright at this dinner party. I have 
read the whole conversation, and Mr. 
Wright said nothing whatever to Mr. 
Schreiner about a conspiracy. But it was 
said that his countenance was stern 
with self-confidence, and that he wore a 
self-satisfied smile. Therefore that means 
that he wanted to expel the British flag 
from South Africa. If a  self-satistied 
smile and a countenance stern with self- 
confidence are sufficient to expel the 
British flag from South Africa, I cannot 
understand why there should be a Union 
Jack left within a hundred miles of Bir- 
mingham. And that is the sort of 
evidence on which we are asked to believe 
in this great conspiracy in South Africa ! 
But the right hon. Gentleman says— 
“This is true; it may not be in 
the Blue-books, but I have evidence 
of it. It is within my bosom.” It 
is time, I think, that we should get 
all these facts before the British 
public. It is the same thing in regard to 
the Boer treatment of the natives. What 
were we told in July last? ‘The right 
hon. Gentleman said— 

“We had charges against the Boer Govern- 

ment in regard to their treatment of the 
natives, but we kept them back.” 
To returnto my main argument. I was 
pointing out what was the state of things 
in South Africa when the right hon. 
Gentleman came into office. There was 
an English Prime Minister, supported by 
a Dutch majority. What was the policy 
of this Prime Minister who was in office 
with the help of the Afrikander Bond? It 
is thus described by the right hon. 
Gentleman— 

“Mr. Rhodes has told us here that it was 
his own view or idea to secure the union of 
the States in South Africa, leaving to the 
other States a Republican form of Govern- 
ment, but at the same time the whole to be 
under the British flag so far as foreign rela- 
tions were concerned.” 


The right hon. Gentleman whose policy 
was this was Prime Minister of the Cape, 
kept in power by this treasonable con- 
spiracy known as the Afrikander Bond. 
His desire was to see a Confederation of 
the States of South Africa under the 
British flag. What was the attitude 
towards the Transvaal? Shortly before 
the right hon. Gentleman came into 
office, or shortly after, there was prac- 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 


confidences of a dinner party are the men | tically a quarrel between the Government 
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of the Cape Colony and the Government 
of the Transvaal. The former was on the 
point of declaring war against the Trans- 
vaal, and were only waiting to get the 
consent of this country to do so. And 
that was the Government that was put in 
office with the support of the Dutch 
majority in Cape Colony. What is the 
position now? It has been described by 
the right hon. Gentleman himself. The 
very men who had supported Mr. Rhodes, 
and four English Prime Ministers in sue- 
cession, are the people now indicted for 
rebellion, whose leaders are imprisoned or 
expatriated, and whom it is proposed we 
should deprive of the elementary rights 
of citizenship, because they cannot be 
entrusted with those rights so far as the 
British Empire is concerned. That is the 
change in the position in the Cape 
Colony ; and the change in the Transvaal 
is quite as bad. In the Transvaal when 
the right hon. Gentleman came into office 
matters were progressing favourably, so 
far as reform was concerned. There was 
a strong Reform party in the Transvaal 
at that date. The head of the Liberal 
party came within 500 votes of being 
elected President. And it must not be 
forgotten that General Botha himself 
moved a resolution in the Volksraad in 
favour of reducing the period of qualifica- 
tion for the franchise to five years, 
and came within four votes of carrying 
it. [An. Hox. Memper: How many 
voted on each side?) There were ten 
for and fourteen against. That shows 
the progress the Reform party was making 
at that time. The Reform candidate for 
the Presidency came within 500 votes of 
being elected over President Kruger. 
Now all these men are endued 
with hostility to Great Britain. As 
for the Orange Free State, when the 
right hon. Gentleman came into office, it 
was perfectly friendly. Now it is so 
hostile that its forces are in the field 
against us, and you have been mean 
enough to wipe out the word “Free” 
from the very name of that Colony. 
When you come to the effect of your 
policy in South Africa upon the Empire 
at large, it is found to be most disastrous. 
We have been obliged to drop all those 
great proposals for domestic reform of 
which the right hon. Gentleman claimed 
to be the apostle. And when you come 
to consider how it has paralysed the 


power and arms of Great Britain abroad 
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the policy might very well be described | 
in the phrase of the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself as calamitous. One thing 
has struck me. Hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite are wont to con- 
gratulate themselves upon the fact that 
the European Powers have not offered to 
intervene. But has it never occurred to 
them to consider what is the reason why 
those European Powers which are hostile 
to us, who hate us, and are willing to 
strike a blow at the very existence of this 
Empire, have not intervened and have 
not talked of intervening ? The only offer 
of mediation has come from the one Power 
inthe world which is perfectly friendly to 
us—from that State the Government of 
which is so friendly to us that it has 
imperilled its existence owing to its 
sympathy with Great Britain. The 
reason is that the Powers that hate and 
dislike us do not want to stop the 
terrible exhaustion of our power going on 
in South Africa. There is nothing that 
suits them better. You have simply to 
look at China and get your answer there. 
What is happening there? We are the 
Power which has the greatest interest in 
China. Our trade with China is greater 
than the aggregate trade of all the other 
Powers ; and formerly we were the fore- 
most Power in settling Chinese affairs. 
But what is the position now? We have 
been reduced to the position of a third- 
rate Power in the settlement of the affairs 


of the Chinese Empire. [An Hon. 
Member: No.| I will give the hon. 
Member the facts. Russia and Japan 


have each got in China more troops than 
we have ; therefore in that respect we are 
a third-rate Power. But not only that. 
Why is it that in order to protect our own 
Minister and our own people we have to 
appeal to an Oriental Power? Why is it 
that we have to appeal to a Bhuddist 
Power to protect our own missionaries 4 
It is because the whole reserves of the 
Empire have been pledged in_ this 
terrific struggle going on in South 
Africa. Let these two facts rest 
in the mind of our great Imperial 
statesmen who are so proud of the 
Empire. I venture to say that if the 
House of Commons, if the Cabinet, if the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tary himself, had foreseen twelve months 
ago the condition into which this war 
would have brought us, they would 
not have rejected President Kruger’s 


terms in August and September last, The 
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right hon. Gentleman, in answering the 
speech of my hon. and learned friend, 
said that to talk of suffering was irrele- 
vant. That is an extraordinary decla- 
ration to make. He said, ‘“ What is the 
loss of 8,000 men killed on the one side 
and 3,000 or 4,000 on the other; what is 
the maiming of 40,000 for life }—and that 
is only the beginning of it. All that is 
perfectly irrelevant!” Surely ina question 
of thiskind the suffering undergone is more 
or less relevant. Does not the price you 
are to pay come in when you are con- 
sidering whether you should go to war? 
At least the Prime Minister thought so. 
We had a perfectly good case for war 
against France in regard to Madagascar, 
but Lord Salisbury came to the con- 
clusion that British trade in Madagascar 
was not worth the immense suffering and 
sacrifice of life that would be produced 
by a war with France. It was because the 
right hon. Gentleman did not foresee what 
would happen, because he was misled 
by his own prejudices and prepossessions 
and by the men “who know the country ” 
that he went into this terrible war in 
South Africa. I would ask the Com- 
mittee what is it we have gained by this 
war? Taking the facts as they are at the 
present moment I venture to say that as far 
as regards all the objects we set before 
ourselves when we entered into the war, 
we are worse off now than before it began. 
We entered into the war in order to esta- 
blish equal rights between the white races 
in the Transvaal. That was the avowed, 
open, and declared object. How do we 
stand now, even according to the 
declaration of the Colonial Secretary ? 
Equal rights! Not at all. The first 
thing is that you have got to conquer the 
territory, and that will take at least a 
year. And then there is to be a military 
occupation. Afterwards you will set up 
a Crown Colony, which is to last accord- 
ing to the behaviour of the Boers. But, 
taking the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
previous declaration, this feud may iast 
for generations. Does he believe that 
if he annexes these two Republics he 
will restore peace and amity in ten or 
fifteen years, so that you can trust 


them with — self-government? And 
what does a Crown Colony mean? 
A Crown Colony does not mean 


giving votes to anybody. You cannot 
set up self-government in the Transvaal 
and enfranchise the Uitlanders alone. 
The right hon. Gentleman knows that 
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perfectly well. He deprives everybody of 
votes, and governs that State by means of 
nominees of the Crown. 
war in order to obtain the franchise for 
everybody, and we end it with the fran- 
chise for nobody. It is true that you esta- 
blish a kind of equality between the white 
races there, but it is not equal rights, but 
equal wrongs. They are all to be de- 
prived of the franchise. Now, what 
would have happened if there had been 
no war! President Kruger offered a 
seven years franchise, or a five years 
franchise on conditions—nine-tenths of 
which the right hon. Gentleman himself 
considered satisfactory. Supposing the 
Bill granting the seven years franchise 
had been unsatisfactory—although it is 
not for the right hon. Gentleman to 
assume that it would be; President 
Kruger offered to refer it to an inquiry, 
as suggested by the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself—assuming that it would 
have been unsatisfactory, it would not 
have lasted for ever. It is perfectly true 
that the reform leaders in the Transvaal 
were the men of real power in that country. 
Whowerethe leaders of reaction ? President 
Kruger and Commandant Cronje—both 
old men. In the ordinary course of 
things they could not have lasted long. 
Their power was a diminishing and 
dwindling force in the Republic. Who 
were the leaders of the reform party? 
General Botha, the two Generals De Wet, 
and Lucas Meyer, and others—all men 
who have been brought to the front by 
this war. They are young men, and were 
pledged to reform and to granting the 
rights of citizenship to the Uitlanders, 
while the men who were pledged to re- 
action and denying the rights of citizen- 
ship to the Uitlanders were old men with 
diminishing influence. The young men 
pledged to free franchise were of growing 
influence in the State. All this means 
that if we had not gone into this wretched 
war, we would have had the franchise 
and equal rights in seven or ten years at 
the outside ; and what would have been 
spared to humanity? Eight thousand 
and more of our own soldiers dead ! And 
the worst of a war like this is, that it is 
not the guilty persons who are punished, 
but the innocent. 
responsible for this war. President 
Kruger? It may be; but he is not the 
man to be punished. It may be the right 
hon. Gentleman himself—as I believe—but 
he is not the man to be punished for it. 


— Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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{COMMONS} 


| What had these 8,000 British troops who 
{had been killed done ? 
We started the | 


I know not who is | 


| country. 
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What had the 
450,000 men, women, and children who 
have been turned out of their homes and 
are roaming over the veldt in the Trans- 
vaal done? Yes, or even these poor 
burghers in the field? They, at any 
rate, had profited nil by the corruption 
of President Kruger and his Hollander 
gang. That is the worst of it. If we 
had only waited with patience all would 
have come out well in five or ten years, 


and the suffering, the detestation, and the 


stain on the name of Great Britain would 
have been spared. [Hon. Mempers : 
Oh!] Yes, all that would have been 
saved. And I will tell the Committee 
what more, in my opinion, would have 
been gained. We should have gained the 
confidence and loyalty of those men in 
Cape Colony. [Laughter.] Why should 
hon. Members laugh at the loyalty of 
250,000 of their own fellow citizens of 
the Empire in South Africa, who never, 
until provoked by this war, had given the 
slightest indication of disloyalty, but sup- 
ported the British Ministry ? That is what 
we would have gained, but we made 
matters worse instead of improving them 
by this war. What else have we set 
ourselves to accomplish $ ‘The peace of 
South Africa. That is an argument | 
have heard in this House and outside it. 
It was said that the war was necessary in 
the interests of peace in South Africa, 
and that it would put an_ end 
to those causes of disturbance in the 
Transvaal. What have you gained so far 
as peace is concerned? The whole fight- 
ing prior to the war, and the whole dis- 
turbances, were purely local. There was 
no bloodshed in Cape Colony or Natal, or 
in the Transvaal or the Orange Free State 
—none after the Jameson raid on Johannes- 
burg. Only a little disturbance which 
the police could settle. But what have you 
done by this war? You have covered South 
Africa with the blood of the bravest men 
which our own country and their country 
could provide. That is how peace in South 
Africa has been restored. But it is said 
that we want to establish the paramountcy 
of Great Britain. That was unnecessary. 
There are two things which I think the 
Committee ought to take into account in 
this respect. President Kruger did two 
things which showed that, however he 
might object to the name of suzerainty, 
he recognised the paramountcy of this 
First of. all, he discussed his 
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own internal affairs, and the very Bills ! 


which he submitted to his own Parliament, , 
with the Imperial High Commissioner. | 
What country in the world would have done 
that 2? Would Switzerland have discussed 
its own Bills regarding internal reforms 
with this country? Certainly not. , 
Another thing he agreed to, and that was 
that in the matter of arbitration between 
this country and the Transvaal he was 
perfectly willing that no outsider shouid 
be introduced. Is that not a recognition 
of the paramountcy, real and effective 
paramountey, of Great Britain? The 
right hon. Gentleman was not satisfied 
until he could get not merely the reality 
but the shadow of paramountcy, and he 
has got it. But, again, it was said that 
this war was entered into to re-establish 
British prestige, which had suffered at 
Majuba. The Prime Minister has declared 
that we entered into this war to revenge 
the humiliation of Majuba, and to restore | 
the proper credit of this country. I ask 
hon, Members, will they venture to say 
that this war has re-established British 
prestige in South Africa or elsewhere? 
A force of 250,000 of the picked and 
trained men, not only of this country, 
but of the colonies, is required to crush 
35,000 peasants. [Hon. MEMBERS: Oh !} 
Well, I am taking as my authority 


Mr. Cecil Rhodes. At the present 
moment I do not believe that any- 
one would even assert that there are 


more than 20,000 Boers in the field. How | 
does that re-establish our prestige or 
avenge Majuba? It is with regret that I 
speak of it; there is a sense of humilia- 
tion in it. My own countrymen have 
been captured, and who can think of that 
without a sense of shame? But in this 
war during the last ten months we have 
been beaten in battles in which the 
loss was greater than all the men engaged 
on both sides at Majuba. Why, we have 
had a dozen Majubas. Revenging 
Majuba! You have overshadowed | 
Majuba with the ghastlier tragedies of 
Magersfontein and Spion Kop. You 
may have destroyed the Conventions of 
188] and 1884; you may have wiped out 
the humiliation attached to the memory 
of Majuba, but you have substituted for | 
it a proclamation which turned women 
and children in the depth of winter from | 
their own homes into the African desert ; | 
and you call that restoring British prestige 
inSouth Africa. On the contrary, British | 
prestige has suffered, and no one will deny | 
| 


| 


{25 JuLy 1900} 
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that this great war has done nothing 
more than to multiply grief and poverty. 
As for our military reverses, it is not for 
me to dwell upon them; but, at any 
rate, there is in them no restoring 
of prestige. I remember perfectly well 
the great cry at the last General Election 
was “ Support home industries,” and _ the 
Government, and above all, the Minister 
who got his party into power on the pro- 
hibition of foreign brushes, is now engaged 
in the task of restoring British prestige 
with guns made in Germany, soldiers fed. 
on French vegetables and South American 
meat, Hungarian horses provided with 
American saddles, and foreign fodder 
arried by Spanish mules. That is how 
we are restoring British prestige and the 
credit of the country. The fact is that 
this war was based on a gross miscalcula- 
tion—upon a series of miscalculations. 
It was calculated that with 47,000 men 
we could conquer these two Republics. 
It is rather unfortunate to consider what 
that miscalculation was based upon. It 
was not a miscalculation of the Intelli- 
gence Department. It was not that we 
were taken by surprise by the military 
preparations of the Boers. The Under 
Secretary for War declared that they 
knew perfectly well at the War Office the 
number of men that the two Republics 
could turn out, the number of their guns, 
and the amount of ammunition they 
had ; in fact, that they rather 
exaggerated the power of the Boers 
than otherwise. The miscalculation was 
a miscalculation of statesmanship—a mis- 
calculation as to the character, disposi- 
tion, ideals, and tenacity of the men with 
whom we had to deal. And that miscal- 
culation must rest entirely on the 
shoulders of the right hon. Gentleman 
himself. He has led us into two blunders. 
The first was the war. But worse than 
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the war is the change that has been 


effected in the purpose for which we are 
prosecuting the war. We went into the 
war for equal rights ; we are prosecuting 
it for annexation. That is a most serious 
change in the tactics of the Government 
from any point of view. There may be 
something to be said for a war so long as 
it is entered upon for an unselfish pur- 
pose. The influence of a war must 
always be brutalising, at best ; but still, if 
you enter upon it for an unselfish pur- 
pose there is something which almost 
consecrates the sacrifices, bloodshed, and 
suffering endured. But when you enter 
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upon a war purely and simply for the 
purposes of plunder, I know of nothing 
which is more degrading to the coun- 
try or more hideous in_ its effects 
on the mind and character of the 
people engaged in it. Anyone who 
looks at the illustrated papers must see 
the horrible presentments given of inci- 
dents which were formerly relegated to 
prints like the Police Gazette—details 
which I cannot give to the House without 
a gross breach of good taste. Incidents 
of that kind are not given for the purpose 
of producing any disgust in the minds of 
the people, but with every circumstance 
of indication that they are there to invoke 
admiration. And all these are circulated 
broadcast in every household throughout 
the country. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary in a speech quoted 
by the hon. Member for Cockermouth 
said that a war in order to impose internal 
reforms upon President Kruger would be 
an immoral war. If that be so, I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman or any of his friends 
to find an adjective sufficiently expressive 
of the character of a war entered upon for 
the purposes of annexation. The right 
hon. Gentleman admitted that we had no 
right to meddle in the affairs of the 
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Transvaal, and that there was only one | 


possible justification for it—that our 
motive was an unselfish one. We have 
thrown that justification away now. It 
is exactly as if you had entered into a 
man’s house to protect the children, and 
started to steal his plate. You entered into 
these two Republics for philanthropic pur- 
poses, and remained to commit burglary. 
In changing the purpose of the war you 
have made a bad change. That is the 
impression you are creating abroad. Our 
critics say you are not going to war for 
equal rights and to establish fair play, 
but to get hold of the goldfields; and 
you have justified that criticism of our 
enemies by that change. But, worst of 


all, a change has been effected in the | 
Up to a certain | 


character of the war. 
point it was conducted with considerable 
chivalry, and, so far as war can be so con- 
ducted, with apparent good temper on 
both sides. A war of annexation, how- 
ever, against a proud people must be a 
war of extermination, and that is un- 


fortunately what it seems we are 
now committing ourselves to — burn- 
ing homesteads and turning women 
and children out of their homes. 


The telegram received from Pretoria, and 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 


MONS} Service Estimates. 
| which had passed the military censor, 
stated that fact, and I do not think he 
would have let it come unless it was ‘rue, 
It is also confirmed from Lorenzo Marques 
by information that 600 women and chil- 
dren have been turned out and sent to 
the hills. There has been the burning of 
the homesteads of the rebels, and this war 
will brutalise the people, and the savagery 
which must necessarily follow will stain 
the name of this country. It seems to 
me that in this war we have gradually 
followed the policy of Spain in Cuba. The 
action of the Spaniards in Cuba produced 
such a feeling in America that they could 
not tolerate it, and we know how that 
war degraded the name of Spain. This 
is the state of things into which the right 
hon. Gentleman has brought us. During 
nine or ten months warfare we have lost 
between 40,000 and 50,000 men, there has 
been enormous expense, and the end is 
not yet in sight. And this Government, 
the advent of which we were told would 
terrorise all other governments abroad, 
has been reduced to the necessity of ap- 
pealing to Japan to protect its own 
Ministers in China. The right hon. 
Gentleman has made up his mind that 
this war shall produce electioneering 
‘apital to his own side. He is in a great 
_hurry to go to the country before the 
| facts are known. He wants to have the 
judgment of the people in the very height 
/and excitement of the fever. He wants 
a verdict before the pleadings are closed 
‘and before “discovery” has been 
/obtained. He does not want the docu- 
/ments to come, but he wants to have the 
judgment of the country upon censored 
| news, suppressed despatches, and unpaid 
bills. The right hon, Gentleman may 
/not be a statesman, but he is an expert 
| electioneerer, and in his desire to go to 
the country before the country realises 
| what the war means he is the one man 
who pronounces the deepest condemnation 
upon his own proceedings. 
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| *Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Hertford): 1 
have been very much struck with the 
extreme poverty of the arguments used 
by hon. Members opposite in regard to 
the past, and the extreme timidity with 
which they have touched questions about 
The hon. Gentleman who 


the future. 

|has just sat down has given us 
one of his eloquent and __ bitter 
speeches, but it does not take 


us very much further. He has told us 
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' that the Colonial Secretary is really | 


' electioneering. I do not know whether 
his own speech was intended also as 
an electioneering speech, but I have my 
j doubts as to whether it will be very 
highly appreciated as such. He has used 
arguments to try and show that in China 
we have been reduced to a third-rate Power 
in consequence of this war in South Africa. 
The sophistical nature of this argument 
is apparent. He has also told us that 





President Kruger admitted the para- 
mountcy of Great Britain. Was the hon. 
Member bearing in mind that several of 
the leaders of the Boers claimed that the 
Transvaal was a sovereign international 
State, and that Mr. Reitz deliberately used 
this phrase in his despatch of May 9, 
1899? He also stated that the war was 
not unselfish, but that we had simply 
been watching for an opportunity to 
acquire the gold mines. Everybody 
knows perfectly well the imperial system 
of colonial Governments, and as soon 
as we can in this case, as in others, 
we intend to grant responsible govern- 
ments to the colonies, and therefore 





it is the colonies and_ the _ local 
territory that will really reap the benefit 
which is to be obtained by the 


taking over of the Transvaal and the 


Orange Free State. We have had a 
speech from the hon. Member for 
Poplar. That speech did not add very 


much to the practical solution for the 
future, and his arguments were chiefly to 
assert that we went to war to obtain the 
franchise for the Uitlanders, and the re- 
sult of the war was to disfranchise the 
Boers. The answer to this he supplied 
himself, for not very long afterwards he 
stated that the war has lasted so long that 
it has made the whole position a very 
different one. Of course war always alters 
the situation, and you cannot expect that 
the conditions will be precisely the same 
after the war as they are before, and it 
is idle to draw arguments of that descrip- 
tion from the circumstances that have 
arisen. The hon. Member has also told 
us that Her Majesty’s Government by 
their want of preparation for this war 
have practically made these men rebels. 


which shows the nature of the speeches 
to which we have been listening. The 
aon. Member last year told us that our 


sive, and too great, and it is almost 
childish now to turn round and assert 





{25 JuLty 1900} 


{ 


This, again, is an extraordinary statement 


preparations were too many, too exten- | 


} 
‘ 
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that it is want of preparation that 
has made these men rebels. Even if the 
Government had made more preparation 
I suppose it can hardly be denied that 
their feelings would have been just the 
same. I will now come to a more practi- 
cal consideration of the South African 
problem. We have to consider the ques- 
tion of the future government of the 
Transvaal and the Orange Free State. 
It has been suggested that there are two 
immediate courses, either that we shou!d 
rule the two Republics like a Crown 
colony, or else place them under military 
government. I venture to think that in 
the particular case of South Africa the two 
terms “Crown colony” and “military 
government ” are practically synonymous. 
If you have a purely military govern- 
ment you will be subject to the same dis- 
advantages as occurred in the Transvaal, 
in 1877, when Sir Owen Lanyon was at 
the head of the annexed administration, 
and if you are to havea really successful 
Crown Colony government it will require 
a military force behind it. It is also 
largely a question of the length of time 
for which this kind of government will 
be required. I think we are all agreed 
that after the war is over we must have 
a responsible government as soon as pos- 
sible. I take issue here with the hon. 
Member for Poplar, the whole tone of 
whose speech was to urge that we 
were jerrymandering if we did not 
grant a responsible government at once. 
[ deny in toto such an accusation, and 
those who are in favour of a responsible 
government being established at once 
should remember that there are many 
practical difficulties in the way of that 
course being adopted. How can you 
grant responsible government until, at 
any rate, the question of the indemnity 
tax is settled?—for otherwise you would be 
putting the regulation of the payment of 
that tax into the hands of those who have 
been openly fighting against us. It ought to 
be remembered, too, that you are incurring 
a very grave risk in this respect, for you 
may be sure that Dr. Leyds and his Hol- 
landers will take the earliest opportunity 
as soon as a responsible government is 
restored of coming back to the country 
and agitating to produce the same condi- 
tion of unrest and inequality again, and 
make the whole settlement impossible. 
That would be a fictitious agitation 
showing vindictiveness against the success 
of British arms, and against the freedom 
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of British government, but it is only too 
likely to occur. These are matters 
which deserve serious consideration, 
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{COMMONS} 


Service Estimates. 1216 


{as soon as the war is over to show what 


and I have no doubt that, in spite of | 


the jeers of hon. Gentlemen opposite, her 
Majesty’s Government will take great 
care to successfully overcome the diffi- 
culty. No doubt there are other ditti- 
culties. The hon. and learned Member 
for Dumfries has referred to the question 
of disarmament. Personally I do not see 
how any policy but that of disarmament 
can be adopted at the present time. We 
have had too many examples of the 
results of leniency during the present 
war to come to any other conclusion than 
that leniency must be tempered by judg- 
ment. [am anxious to be as lenient as 
possible, but when you have firing on 
the white flag, and Boers returning to 
their lost farms, and then going over to 
the enemy again and taking up arms 
afresh, notwithstanding that they had 
promised under parole not to do so, 
it is very doubtful whether — there 
is very much sense of gratitude in 
the Boers. There is, of course, much to 
be said with regard to the attitude of the 
natives. We must bear in mind that it is 
only just and it is necessary also that the 
white man should be armed against any 
native attack. In consideration of this 
fact, it might be ultimately possible, 
having now partly reduced the number 
of rifles in the hands of the Boer popu- 
lation, still further to reduce the amount 
of ammunition they are given. I only 
only throw that out as a suggestion in 
view of the native difticulty. There is 
another difficulty in regard to the taxes 
in connection with the indemnity. I am 
confident that when there is a just ad- 
ministration it will be found that the 
illegal and irregular taxes and monopolies 
are sufficient when they have been re- 
moved to enable just taxes to be put in 
their place, which will, without offence, 
largely contribute to the indemnity. I 
refer, for example, more particularly to 
the tax which has hitherto been imposed 
by the Transvaal Government in connec- 
tion with the dynamite monopoly with 
foodstuffs and the enormously high railway 


rates which have been charged by the | 


Netherlands Railway. There is a another 
aspect of the situation, and it is one which 
has been touched upon by my hon. friend 
the Member for Durham. 


British energy, and science and develop- 
ment can produce, for we know that it 
will bring real advantages to that unfor- 
tunate country. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Like 


the case of Ireland. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL: I have every 
hope that the Inter-Departmental Com- 
mittee, which is to consider the question 
of the settlement of colonists and soldiers. 
will produce a scheme which will be of 
real benefit to the country. The climate is 
generally excellent in the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colony. More markets are 
needed and more skilled labour is wanted, 
as against the unskilled labour which is to 
be obtained from the natives. A greater 
development of railways needed, 
without which you cannot bring the 
produce to the markets, and without 
which you will find produce grown with- 
out there being any convenient markets 
for it. You will be able to develop 
industries in new portions of the country. 
You will be able, | am certain, to grow 
more wheat in the Orange River Colony, 
which is a very good wheat-growing land, 
especially near Basutoland, where I am 
informed only about one-fifteenth of the 
wheat is grown that could be grown under 
proper management. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Give them 
a Board of Agriculture. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL: You will be 
able to develop fruit growing as well. 
One of the most noticeable things in times 
of peace in South Africa is that nearly 
everybody is supplied with tinned food. 
That shows that insufficient attention has 
been paid in the past to the possibilities 
of the country for growing the ordinary 
necessaries of life. I have every confi- 
dence that the inquiries to be made by 
the Inter-Departmental Committee which 
has been promised will result in great 
good to South Africa. I have not men- 
tioned such industries as the making of 


is 


| bricks. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Without 
straw. 

*Mr. EVELYN CECIL: The _ hon. 


We are all | 


anxious to do the best we can for the | ; 
future of the country. We are all anxious | places. I also venture to think that this 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil. 


Member is mistaken, for there is plenty 
of straw there. Brick-clay exists in many 
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interruption is dictated by ignorance, 
because nearly all the buildings there are 
made of corrugated iron, which is ex- 
tremely hot under a tropical sun. Really, 
Ithink many hon. Members opposite from 
Ireland are animated more by a desire to 
sneer at the policy of the Government 
than to listen to practical facts about 
South Africa. Gold, diamond, and coal 
mines are already worked, and my object 
has been to show that there are plenty 
of other industries which the colonists can 
undertake with advantage and profit. I 
know the difficulties are not small, and I 
do not wish to minimise them, but I am 
certain that they can be overcome. Difli- 
culties arise in regard to the supply of 
water, but are largely remedied by 
storing rain-water in tanks, by sinking 
wells, by irrigation, where possible, from the 
rivers. By new scientific inoculation and 
other means we can get rid of many of 
the troublesome animals—— 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Yes, the 
Boers. 
*Mr. EVELYN CECIL: Such as 


locusts, Which exist there. And various 
districts which have already been open to 
civilisation in South Africa show by ex- 
perience that there is less malaria in 
those districts now than before. I have 
intervened in this debate partly because 
I wish to show that the speeches of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite were extremely un- 
practical, and were perhaps dictated by 
some feeling of electioneering anxiety, 
and partly because I believe that much 
practical good can be done to South 
Africa through the medium of British 
rule, and of the energy which has been 
hitherto wanting. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I do not quite follow the argument of 
the hon. Member who has just sat down 
in favour of this war, but so far as I 
understand him, he is of the opinion that 
after we have spent £100,000,000 and 
lost thousands of the lives of our fellow 
countrymen, the inhabitants of the Trans- 
vaal in future will be able to live in houses 
made of bricks instead of iron. I can 
hardly think that that is a fair justifica- 
tion of the war. He also told us to draw 
our experience from Ireland. It appears 
that we have treated Ireland well and 
nobly, and yet the Irish Members are 
not grateful. Now we find that the 
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grateful, and 
know why 
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| Transvaalers are not 
I should’ like to 
they should be grateful. Admitting 
that we are right in this war, is 
it likely that the Transvaalers would 
think so themselves? Can they be 
expected to be grateful to us for shooting 
them down, burning their houses, and 
dragging their women into the desert ? 
We are told that we ought to pursue the 
war to the bitter end. My hon. friend 
behind me said the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
was rather addressed to England than to 
South Africa. I will go a step further 
and say that it struck me that the speech 
of the Colonial Secretary was rather 
addressed to his own side than to our 
side. We know that on the other side 
‘there are some hon. Gentlemen who are 
anxious for a speedy election, and there 
are others who are not so desirous. The 
right hon. Gentleman himself is in favour 
of a speedy election, and the gist of his 
speech seems to be that we ought to have 
an election at once if the Opposition 
dared to differ in one single word from 
the Government. The Government has a 
large majority and can vote down our 
opposition, and yet, although they can 
vote us down, if we dare to express an 
opinion that the Government is not 
entirely right in the settlement they 
suggest in regard to the future of South 
Africa, at once Parliament is to be dis- 
solved and the Government is to appeal to 
the country on the subject. That isa new 
doctrine not known to any of the prede- 
cessors of the right hon. Gentleman. 
When Mr. Disraeli came home from 
Berlin with his “ Peace with honour.” he 
was urged to dissolve at once, but he had 
a great respect for the Parliament of 
England and the Constitution of the 
country, and he did not think it right 
and legitimate merely upon a snap disso- 
lution to get a snap majority, and so he 
put the election off. It is perfectly true 
that when the election took place a little 
later he was defeated, but at any rate he 
had the satisfaction of knowing that he 
had behaved as an honest and honourable 
statesman. The right hon. Gentleman 
considers that anybody who votes in 
favour of the reduction moved by my 
hon. friend the Member for Cocker- 
mouth must agree with every single word 
which has been said by the mover. Did 
anybody ever hear of such a doctrine ? 
_This is the Colonial Office Vote, and 
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a motion has been made to reduce the 
salary of the right hon. Gentleman by 
£100. Personally, the only hesitation I 
have in voting for this Amendment is 
that I am implying that I think the right 
hon. Gentleman ought to have £4,900. 
That is my own feeling, but I have got a 
dozen other reasons for voting for this 
Amendment. Ithinkitisthrough theaction 
of the right hon. Gentleman that we 
have this war at all, and I object to his 
interference with military commanders. 
But even if I admitted that the war is 
perfectly just I should have voted for 
this Amendment, because I am opposed 
to the action which the right hon. Gen- 
tleman intends to take in regard to the 
future settlement of South Africa. Then 
there is another extraordinary doctrine. 
The right hon. Gentleman said he con- 
sidered it was a mean and despicable thing 
to do for anyone who did not vote either 
“ave” or “no” upon this question. I 
hope that every hon. Gentleman on this 
side will vote against the salary of the 
right hon. Gentleman. I am bound to 
say that the views expressed by the right 
hon. Gentleman are singularly unfor- 
tunate, because I remember not long ago 
his action when the present Lord James, 
an eminent leader of the Liberal Unionist 
party, moved a resolution in regard to 
the Indian cotton duties. But where was 
the right hon. Gentleman when the Vote 
came on and the question was put ! 
Everybody looked round for him, but he 
was not there. Certainly the right hon. 
Gentleman does not practise what he 
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preaches. The right hon. Gentle- 
man told us that there was a 
certain amount of suspicion felt in 
South Africa with regard to him- 


self, and that it was not due to his own 
action, but was owing to the speeches of 
hon. Members on the Front Opposition 
Bench, who had absolutely told the people 
of South Africa that they ought to 
suspect him. I donot think there is any- 
thing ignoble about it if the late Attorney 
General did say that there was cause for 
suspicion, ‘The facts are all there. We 
know perfectly well that the right hon. 
Gentleman went out of his way to laud up 
Mr. Rhodes, although at another time he 
practically stated that Mr. Rhodes was a 
most dishonourable man. Surely state- 
ments like those are enough to lead to 
some sort of suspicion on the part of the 
Afrikanders in South Africa. 
there is still some ground for the belief 


Mr. Iabouchere. 
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Surely | 
| from Sir Alfred Milner in which the Cape 
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‘that the right hon. Gentleman is taking 
some partisan interest in Mr. Rhodes, 
But this is not a question so much of the 
particular speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. [am one of the great admirers of 
his eloquence from a rhetorical standpoint. 
The right hon. Gentleman always takes 
up two or three of the weakest arguments 
used, and he assumes that these are the 
only arguments, and then he proceeds to 
misconstrue them, he shrugs his shoulders, 
and when the hon. Member attacked 
gets up to put the right hon. Gentle- 
man right he refuses to give way, 
The right hon. Gentleman’s speech is a 
proof of the great rhetorical ability which 
he possesses, but it is more fitted to come 
from below the gangway than from a 
responsible Minister of the Crown. The 
real question is, what ought we to do now 
under the present circumstances? We 
know that a war has taken place, and we 
know that you cannot put things pre- 
cisely in the same position as they were 
before the war. What we ought to de- 
vote ourselves entirely to is, what is the 
best thing to be done now in the 
permanent interests of South Africa and 
the Empire. I want to put an end to 
this racial feud which now exists, and 
which the right hon. Gentleman tells us 
existed for generations before the war 
took place. I should have thought that 
the war would have tended to increase 
this racial feud, and [ was sorry the 
right hon. Gentleman did not state the 
reasons why he had altered his opinion. 
He said it was a prophecy, but I do not 
believe in the prophecies of the right hon. 
Gentleman either before or after the war ; 
in fact, I do not believe in any prophecies 
whatsoever from anybody. What are 
we todo in regard to these two Republics 
and in regard to Cape Colony? We have 
had two Blue-books issued on this sub- 
ject. The first book was full of news- 
paper cuttings, but the second book is 
interesting reading, because it shows the 
intentions and the views of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and what was passing in his 
mind, much more clearly than the speeches 
he has made in this House. The Cape 
Ministry did not ask the opinion of the 
right hon. Gentleman. My hon. friend 
said his opinion was asked by the Cape 
Ministry, but I cannot find anything in 
these Blue-books which said that anybody 
asked for the opinion of the right hon. 
Gentleman. I have read a long letter 
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Ministry represent to Her Majesty’s 
Government their views in regard to the 
treatment of rebels. They say that they 
wish their views to be represented to the 
right hon. Gentleman, but they did not 
ask him what his views were. We know 
that his views were different to those of 
the Cape Ministry. The Cape Ministry 
proposed to indemnify all except the 
ringleaders, but the right hon. Gentleman 
was indignant at that, and he started a 
very curious doctrine. He said he ob- 
jected to it because it was unjust to the 
loyalists. The right hon. Gentleman 
suggested that there should be a roving 
Commission to smell out the rebels and to 
get evidence against chem, I presume 
from the loyalists, and this was 
to be the basis of the action brought 
against the rebels. It was proposed also 
that those rebels who had provided food 
for the Boers should be punished. For 
these offenders it was proposed that they 
should be punished by being deprived of 
their votes for the rest of their natural 
lives if they pleaded guilty. But if they 
did not plead guilty they might be 
punished in many ways as well. A_ sort 
of pressure is to be put upon these people. 
They are to go before a judicial Commis- 
sion. If they plead guilty they will only 
be punished by their vote being taken 
away, but if they do not plead guilty they 
will be liable to many other additional 
penalties. It has been said that it would 
be almost impossible to try such men by 
a jury. And so you are to bully and 
tease these men into pleading guilty, on 
the understanding that if they do so they 
will have no punishment beyond being 
disfranchised. We are told that some 
10,000 of these rebels took up arms against 
us. We will suppose that there are 10,000 
who aide@ and abetted, and who will 
be brought under the purview of this law. 
The right hon. Gentleman has now given 
up the life disqualification, and he says 
they are to be disqualified for five years. 
We know what the object of this is, and 
itis a jerrymandering object. The real 
reason for this proposal has slipped out in 
the course of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech. You have two parties—one of 
them was in power, and the other got in 
power at the last election, and they 
happen to have a majority in the country. 
Now the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary wants to lay hold of 
about 20,000 of these persons to dis- 
franchise them in order to put in power 
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the other party. And who is the other 
party? Why, it is the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own particular friend, Mr. Rhodes, 
who was defeated at the last general 
election by the votes of these persons. 
These men are to be disfranchised simply 
to put out of power those who have a 
majority at present, and in order to put 
in power those who are in a minority 
and who were defeated at the last general 
election. By the proposal of the right 
hon. gentleman the property of these 
20,000 people is, in many cases, to be 
confiscated, and towhom isit to go? It 
is to go to indemnify the loyalists. When 
there are two parties in the Cape 
like this, the loyalists will be the 
people who administer justice, and if 
these loyalists know that the amount of 
money they are to receive by way of in- 
demnity is to be exactly the amount they 
are to get from their political opponents, 
heaven help those political opponents. 
The right hon. Gentleman told us that a 
great many members of the Dutch com- 
munity were loyal. Have we not always 
said so? I believe they were perfectly 
loyal. There were exceptions to the rule, 
but these loyal men have now to be put 
out of power—it is these loyal Dutch 
who are to be deprived of power. The 
Cape Ministers protested against the 
action of the right hon. Gentleman, and 
Mr. Schreiner proposed some sort of com- 
promise. His party protested against 
his action, and Mr, Schreiner resigned, 
and he has now gone over bag and 
baggage to the enemy. Sir Gordon 
Sprigg has now been put into power, and 
he is a gentleman who was defeated at 
the last general election. And who is 
Sir Gordon Sprigg? He is simply the 
dummy of Mr. Rhodes. The right hon. 
Gentleman does not seem to understand 
anything about the game, and he does not 
understand the personal element in this 
question. The right hon. Gentleman 
told us that Mr. Rose-Innes is known for 
his impartiality ; but he is known as a 
sort of Liberal Unionist who is ready to 
join one party one day and another 
party the next. Is Mr. Rose-Innes 
an impartial man? Why, anyone in 
South Africa would laugh at the sug- 
gestion, just as we would laugh at 


the notion of impartiality in some 
hon. Members of this House. Let 
the right hon. Gentleman and _ the 


Cape Ministry agree on some sort of 
amnesty. 1 cite the case of Canada. 
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Canada was on all fours with Cape Colony. 
There were two races, the French and the 
English. 


Supply—Civil 


join with the United States, and they | 


confederated with certain leaders in the 
United States. What happened when 
the war was over! There was first a 
policy of revenge, confiscation, and dis- 
franchisement proposed. But Lord Dur- 
ham protested against it, and thanks to 
him an amnesty was declared. Some of 
the leaders were punished, but there was 
no general disfranchisement. What was 
the result? Canada is now one of the 
most loyal of our Colonies, and all friction 
between the two races has disappeared. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman inform 
the Cape Ministry that Canada is an ana- 
logous case? He will not, because he does 
not think, and never will think, that any- 
thing that is contrary to what he wishes 
ean be analogous, or right or just. In 
some things I admire the right hon. 
Gentleman. He has a peculiar mind. He 
does know what he wants, and, un- 
like some other people, he takes the best 
stepshecanto attain it. No doubt theright 
hon. Gentleman struggles to be impartial, 
but God has made him in such a way 
that it is absolutely impossible for him to 
be impartial. He must either be on one 
side or the other, and he is ready to do 
anything to attain the end he has in 
view. Very likely he thinks his own 
opinion is right, and he is right in stand- 
ing by it; but what the right hon. Gen- 
tleman cannot understand is how any 
one can think that his opinion may be 
wrong, and he is perpetually jeering and 
sneering and abusing hon. Members on 
this side because we think that he may 
be in the wrong and not in the right. As 
regards rebellion, there is a good deal to 
be said for it on general principles. Who 
would now be called the greatest man in 
the history of the United States? Why, 
Washington. And who is known as the 
greatest man in England? Hampden. I 


remember the right hon. and _ gallant 
Gentleman the Member for North 


Armagh making a speech in which he 
complained of our unpatriotic conduct in 
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The French were anxious to | 


thinking that there might be some excuse | 


for rebellion. But I remember when we 
were discussing the Irish question that 
the right hon. and gallant Gentlemen 
gloried in the fact that if Home Rule 
were granted he would himself be a 
rebel. Some 

site said that 


Mr. Labouchere. 


in that event they 


hon. Gentlemen oppo- | 
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would “die in the last ditch,” but 
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
was more practical. He said he would 
not die in the last ditch, but that he 
would kill all of us in it. As to the 
question whether a person is right or 
wrong in being a rebel, I cannot see that 
a rebel must necessarily be wrong, though 
I think it would have been better for 
these people in South Africa if they had 
kept quiet. They had, however, sons and 
brothers who were fighting on the Boer 
side, and it was natural and human that 
they should strongly sympathise with 
their own race. Moreover, they did not 
rebel in any part of the colony where the 
Republicans were unable to go. It was 
only where the Republicans had occupied 
a district that they broke into rebellion 
and joined them. But that was the fault 
of the Government in not defending the 
colonies. The Government thought that 
the war was to be a sort of cheerful picnic 
to Pretoria, and they sent out an insuff- 
cient number of men. The Boers invaded 
our territory, which they ought never to 
have been able to do if the Government 
had realised what the difficulties were. 
I put it that it is infinitely more the 
fault of the Government than of these 


individuals that they were forced 
into a_ position in which — they 
had to choose between the actual 
forces in zommand of the district, 


forces which represented their own kith 
and kin, and the Government with which 
they had ceased to have any sympathy 
after what had taken place. For it must 
be remembered that the Government of 
Cape Colony proposed that the colony 
should remain neutral, and so far as I 
know there was no protest from the right 
hon. Gentleman as to that. It seemed to 
me that the right hon. Gentleman _ recog- 
nised the difficult position of the colony 
itself, and was perfectly agreeabie that it 
shouid remain neutral. Under these 
circumstances, if England is at war, and it 
is understood that a colony is to remain 
neutral, the position of the people in that 
colony is undoubtedly very exceptional 
and difficult, and should be taken into 
consideration when all is over. [ do not 
put it on high ground; I put it on the 
ground of mere expediency. You have 
never yet gained over a people by main- 
taining a policy of confiscation and dis- 
franchisement after a civil war. I defy 
anyone to show where such a policy has 
ever succeeded. What we ought to do, 
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apart from all questions as to whether the 
rebels were right in rebelling or not, is 
as soon as the rebellion is actually over 


to punish the ringleaders, and to grant a | 
general amnesty to the people. How can | 


you possibly suppose that you will get 
vood feeling in South Africa when you 
have 20,000 men—equivalent to about 
one million here—who cannot vote, whose 
property has been confiscated, and who 
will see other people living on that 
property ? You will never get by that 
policy the peace and harmony which we 
all desire in South Africa. 


alluded to Sir Alfred Milner in 


) debate, though we have got a great deal 





from him in these Blue-books. It is 
curious tuat Sir A. Milner’s despatches, 
whether sent by post or cable, always 
arrived in this country at a favourable 
moment to influence public opinion. We 
remember when his ‘helot” despatch 
arrived, though I could never understand 
why he should have telegraphed that rig- 


marole, exceptthatit was toinfluence public | 


opinion. Whenever a discussion is coming 
on in this House a despatch from Sir A. 
Milner backing up the policy of the 
Colonial Secretary is suddenly published. 
On 6th May Sir A. Milner wrote a despatch 
stating that at that time there was 
a conciliation party in South Africa. 
I should like to see a conciliation party 
in every country, composed of men 
who take a strong view, and who re- 
gard the interests of their country first. 
Sir A. Milner states that the term of con- 
ciliation party was a misnomer, because 
their policy was a direct negative to the 
policy of Her Majesty’s Government, not 
a direct negative to the policy of the 
Cape Government, but a direct negative 
tothe policy of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. Sir A, Milner thinks that it is 
practically a criminal thing that the 
inhabitants of Cape Colony should 
dare to express an opinion contrary to the 
policy of Her Majesty’s Government, 
but such a doctrine would do away with 
all opposition in this country. If it were a 
crime to differ from Her 
Government, a set of men would have only 
to get into office to remain in for the rest 
of their natural lives. As Lord Randolph 
Churchill stated, though perhaps he put 
it too broadly, it is the duty of an Opposi- 
tion to oppose, and if they believe that 
the policy of the Government is a wrong 
policy they are only fulfilling their duty 
as members of this House in opposing it. 

VOL. LXXXVI. [FourtH Series]. 
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| That Sir A. Milner should accuse these 
/men of committing a crime because they 
| opposed the policy of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman is really making the right hon. 
Gentlemana kindof dictator not only inthis 
country, but throughout the whole Em- 
pire. Then Sir A. Milner goes on to say 
thatthe conciliation party was produced by 
politicians. How is any party produced 
in this country ? It is not produced by 
the politicians or by their followers, but 
by politicians and followers together 
/entertaining the same views. Sir A. 
Milner tells us in his despatch that for 
any exasperation of feeling that might 
result from the discussion of burning 
questions the conciliation party were to 
blame. Are they not to discuss burning 
questions? If the war is a burning ques- 
tion here, it is a far more burning ques- 
tien in South Africa, where it is a most 
vital question, and surely it is not a crime 
to discuss it as Sir A. Milner thinks. 
Here is an instance of the “ impartiality ” 
of Sir A. Milner, and I cannot help 
calling the attention of the House to it. 
Sir A. Milner may be a very excellent 
man; he may have many excellent 
qualities, but he is certainly not a man 
endowed with an impartial mind. Sir A. 
Milner complains that the language of 
the conciliation party was very strong, 
but he also admits that the language of 
what he calls the Loyalists was very 
strong as well. But he does not blame 
them. The Loyalists may use what language 
they like, but the other side are to be 
blamed if they use any strong language 
at all. Why should he protest against 
one side using strong language and not 
the other? I think all parties are united 
in believing that a policy of conciliation 
would be a desirable policy in South 
Africa, not only on grounds ‘of fairness 
/and justness, but also on the ground of 
expediency. Now, as to the Republics 
themselves, it is admitted that the 
Government of the Orange Free State 
was a most excellent Government, and it 
is admitted that President Steyn did his 
very best to prevent this war. [Some 
Hon. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!] That is the 
distressing part of this subject. I really 
do not believe that two hon. Gentlemen 
on the other side of the House have ever 
read the Blue-book. If they took the 
trouble to do so they would see that 
President Steyn has been praised again 
and again by Sir A. Milner and by the 
Colonial Secretary because he did his 
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best to bring about an amicable arrange-| the Empire? I believe there would he no vine 
ment and to prevent war with the Trans-| danger in it, and I believe that if we still c 
vaal, He had a treaty with the Trans- | submitted such terms to the Transvaalers, ie te 


vaal, and when the war broke out he was 
bound by that treaty. That is the posi- 
tion of President Steyn. Suddenly we 
have a proclamation announcing that the 
Orange Free State had been annexed to 
the Empire. We did not have any 
statement that that was done by Her 


though at first they might want more, 
they are in such a position now that they 
would accept them. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, if I am to judge by the news- 
papers, seem to put forward most extra- 
ordinary views as to what other people 
not English ought to do. They say that 
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Majesty’s Government, and we were | these Transvaalers ought to he very glad wn W: 
left to suppose that it was a military | to become Englishmen because English- eg 
action by Lord Roberts. But we now | men enjoy the most excellent govern § 5 sho, 
see in these despatches that it was the | ment possible, and a better goverament ante 
right hon. Gentleman himself who than the Transvaalers can enjoy in their ff inn G 
directed Lord Roberts to annex the} own country. If we adopt that view we } pee ot 
Orange Free State. For my part, I have| would be justified in annexing any pons, 
always held that when we annex a/ country on the face of the globe. There |} see 
country we ought not to do it by the | are many countries worse governed than i 1 nae 
action of the Executive, but ought to give | England, and if you say you will annex Milner 
Parliament an opportunity of expressing | them because the people would be happier aiiinal 
its views on the subject. We were not | under British rule, you might annex the a’ 
given any opportunity of expressing our! whole world. Never was such a doctrine thorou: 


opinion. We were not told that Her 
Majesty’s Government had annexed the 
Free State, and whether that was right 
or wrong, I think it was very wrong for 
the right hon. Gentleman and the Govern- 
ment to prejudice the case as before Par- 
liament. What would I do with the 
Orange Free State’? I would give it 
back to the Free Staters, but I do not 
think there is the slightest probability of 
that. I have always observed that when 
we do lay hands on any territory, 
whether rightly or wrongly, the last thing 
we think of doing is to give it back. 
Therefore I will not urge that on the 
Government, because it would be a waste 
of time. But we have still to deal with 
the Transvaal, and the question is what 
shall we do with it. Why, surely it 
would be reasonable to submit to Presi- 
dent Kruger some terms that he could 
possibly accept. The terms of the 
Government are absolute surrender ; you 
tell him that he must give up his country, 
and that his country is to beannexed. If 


that were absolutely necessary for the | 
safety of the Empire I could understand it, | 


but does any hon. Gentleman opposite 
mean to tell me that if we were to take 
Johannesburg and leave the Transvaalers 
some sort of “reserve” as they call it in 
America, where their own flag might fly, 


where they might call themselves a | 


Republic and live under their own habits 
and customs with every restriction as 
regards armaments—is it possible to con- 


ceive that that would be any danger to | 


Mr. Labouchere. 





known. Hon. Gentlemen must realise that 
wkereas their love of England, in which 
we share, and their loyalty, in which we 


| share, does them credit, at the same time 


even the inhabitants of a poor miserable 
country love their independence just as 
much as we love ours in this country. 
Love of country is not dependent on the 
country being rich or even being well 
governed. It is a natural and a noble 
sentiment, and if we crush it out in regard 
to the Transvaal, how can we _ protest 
against any species ot annexation or 
against the crushing out of any nationality 
such as, by the Turks, in Armenia? I[ 
can understand after a war a country 
taking a province, as Germany did after 
the Franco-German war, but I do not 
know of any instance since the final par- 
tition of Poland of any independent 
nation being crushed absolutely out of 
existence in consequence of a successful 
war. We know perfectly well that the 
feeling of the whole world is against us. 
Even those countries which are friendly 
to us and admire us stand aghast at our 
professing this doctrine, and_ refusing 
to make peace until the Transvaalers 
have surrendered their nationality. We 


|on this side are twitted with having 


no policy and with dealing in gene- 
ralities. I am not dealing in generalities, 
and I have a policy of conciliation. If you 
will not give the Orange Free State back 
you will not, but I trust you will put an 
end to this war, and that you will allow 
these unfortunate Transva:lers to have 
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some district in Africa where they can 
still call themselves a Republic. There 
are two other things we might also do 
with advantage. I honestly do not think 
that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary is anything but a very 
able man, and if you want to have this 
country at war the right hon. Gentleman 
is the very best man to have at the head 
of affairs, but after the war is over and 
you want to adopt a policy of conciliation 
[can conceive no man less fitted to bring 
it about than the right hon. Gentleman. 
J would therefore suggest that the right 


hon. Gentleman woulddo well todevote his 
| exceptional talents to some other “depart- 
}ment of the State, and that we should 
‘| have a new man at the Colonial Office. 
/I would also suggest that Sir Alfred 


Milner should be appointed governor 
somewhere else, and that we should send 
South Africa a statesmen 
thoroughly independent and impartial, 
and tell him he is placed there to do his 
best for the Empire and to bring aboat 
good feeling in South Africa. I really 
believe you would do a great deal towards 
putting an end to the ill effects that must 
exist after this war if you would 
substitute for Sir A. Milner some 
other man. Iam not suggesting that he 
should be a Liberal. Take one of your 
own men. There are plenty of men on 
your own side of the House, and plenty 
of eminent officials who might be sent out, 
and if you do this, and give the ‘Trans- 
vaalers this “reserve,” you will go very 
far in adopting a policy of conciliation, and 
temoving the ill effects of the war, which 
must exist if you pursue a policy of con- 
fiscation ; and what is more, you will go 


very far to putting an immediate end to , 


the war. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Tae most interesting and remarkable 
episode in this debate occurred at a time 
when there were not so very Members 
present—I think about two or three 
o'clock —and when the right hon. Gentle- 
min the Secretary of State for the 
Volonies made an electioneering speech. 
t no doubt was quite foreign to the 
utention of the right hon, Gentleman, 
ut it so happened that his observations, 
vhich were strong, tovk that form. In 
act, that part of his speech might almost 
iave been made by a member of a 
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yovernment which thought that the 
patriotism of the country might be used 
for party purposes, if only the necessary 
stroke was given when the iron was hot, 
and who, not having obtained his way 
with his own colleagues, was trying 
whether he could do anything to raise a 
feeling in the House of Commons. It 
almost looked like that, but it was the 
speech of the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies in defending his own V ote—one of 
the most serious occasions of the year ; and 
[am sure the right hon. Gentleman would 
be the last man in the world to prosti- 
tute such an occasion for party purposes. 
What the right hon. Gentleman said was 
that the verdict of the country would 
shortly be taken, and that that required 
not only a knowledge of the policy of the 
Government but a knowledge of the 
views of the Opposition, and he implied 
that in this particular instance the views 
of the Opposition were not known. — It is 
an odd thing, but I should have put it 
just the other way—namely, that the 
country does know the views of the 
Opposition and is not acquainted with the 
ultimate policy of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment ; and I think I can appeal for con- 
firmation of that view to the fact that a 
few minutes afterwards in the course of 
his speech the right hon. Gentleman took 
exception to some statements that I made 
in the country as to the proper course to 
be pursued after the war was ended, 
statements connected with the possi- 
bility of Crown Colony government 
being applied, and he quoted my 
words and argued against the argu- 
ment that I used, thereby showing that 
he was not altogether ignorant of the 
views that I, at all events, entertain. 
3ut_ the right hon. Gentleman went 
further, and proceeded to dictate to 
us what we mean. He did not leave us 
to our own interpretation, but put his 
interpretation upon it. I wonder by what 
authority he assumes the right to tell us 
what we mean. He said that anyone who 
voted with my hon. friend the Member 
for Cockermouth was declaring that 
the whole policy in South Africa was 
wrong, that the war was wrong, that it 
should be stopped, and that annexation 
was wrong. Well, I do not know on 
what possible ground the right hon. 
Gentleman includes all those points, which 


Service Estimates. 


‘are disconnected with each other, in this 


one vote. The right hon. Gentleman 
went on to say that everyboly here was 
2X2 
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bound, if he was anything of a man at 
all, to vote either for it or against it, 
and that anyone—and I think he looked 
in my direction when he made this ob- 
servation—who declined to vote on so 
serious a matter as he had considered it 
to be—no one else said it was—was really 
unworthy of consideration. I do not 
think the right hon. Gentleman should 
be so hard on those who occasionally 
refrain from voting in a great division. I 
remember an occasion when the right 
hon. Gentleman did not vote in a division, 
although he was the main agent, at any 
rate, in preparing the debate, on the Indian 
cotton duties. [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN dis- 
sented.] At the time for voting where 
was the right hon. Gentleman? It is not 
he, of all men in the House, who ought to 
speak lightly and unfeelingly of those whose 
conscience compels them to abstain from 
voting on either one side or the other. 
Therefore, I am not disposed at all to 
take the right hon. Gentleman either as 
the interpreter of my meaning or conduct 
or the judge of my action. We are in 
this position. Coming, as we have come 
to-day, to discuss, as I hope quietly, this 
most important matter, coming as [ did, 
I confess, mainly for the purpose of ob- 
taining information from the right hon. 
Gentleman as to things that are now 
going cn in Cape Colony, of which the 
people of this country are almost entirely 
ignorant, of which even those of us who 
have endeavoured to inform ourselves re- 
main considerably ignorant, we thought 
tiat this would be an opportunity at all 
events for ascertaining something from the 
right hon. Gentleman, who, as [ said the 
other day, is responsible even on a higher 
plane, if not in so intense a degree, as the 
Ministers of Cape Colony for the civil 
rights of Her Majesty’s subjects in that 
part of the world. But my hon. friend 
the Member for Cockermouth has moved 
an Amendment. I will say at once that it 
occurs to me that my hon. friend takes a 
very strong view on the whole of this 
question. He goes to lengths in which I 
have never been able to accompany him ; 
he has, I believe, again and again, if not 
always, voted against supplies for the war 
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—that in itself shows how strong a view, . 


how extreme a view, he takes of the war 
and all its circumstances. I do not 
agree with him in that extreme 
view ; therefore, I cannot vote 
with my hon. friend, this being 


the mode he has adopted of bringing his 
| 


Sir H. Campbell Bannerman. 
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opinions to book. I cannot vote with my 
hon. friend, and I will venture to tell him 
and those who are acting with him that I 
think they confuse the point considerably 
by raising a partial motion of this kind, 
I think that we should be better employed 
in seriously discussing the events that are 
happening than in endeavouring to pass 
a summary judgment in this way, which, 
as the right hon. Gentleman himself has 
shown, is capable of being misinterpreted 
even by so acute a discerner as he is. On 
the other hand, when I look to see what 
would be the position if I voted against 
my hon. friend, lam bound to say I should 
then apparently be expressing a degree of 
confidence in the right hon. Gentleman 
which I am very far trom possessing, and 
in the policy to which from the first I 
have taken exception in the strongest 
manner. Theretore, if my hon. friends 
think it right to go to a division—I 
hope they will not, especially as it comes 
on an entirely unprepared House, and 
was not expected by anyone on this 
side——- 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : There was 
full rnotice—three months. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Oh, notices on the Paper. There are 
always notices on the Paper to reduce the 
salary of every Secretary of State, but at 
any rateif my hon. friend goes to a divi- 
sion I shall follow the example of the 
right hon. Gentleman on the occasion to 
which I referred—to some extent, at all 
events—absent myself when the division 
is taken, and not record a vote on the 
question. I have said that I do not enter- 
tain the degree of confidence in the right 
hon. Gentleman’s policy which would 
induce me to give a vote in his favour. 
If the right hon. Gentleman and _ hon. 
Gentlemen will cast their minds back to 
this week last year, I think they will be 
rather struck by the difference of the 
position in which we find ourselves. On 
that occasion—it was the last debate we 
had before separating for the holidays— 
the right hon. Gentleman made a most 
interesting and useful speech, in which he 
said that he hoped a reciprocal basis to 
the long controversy as to the franchise 
grievance was within sight. How com- 
pletely all the provisions and calculations 
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of that time and of some months follow- 
ing have been falsified! It is the easiest 
thing in the world to be wise after the 
event, but the right hon. Gentlemen who 
have control of the business of the country 
must be aware that they are expected to 
be wise before the event, and that 
what is harmless ignorance on our part 
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is a want of full performance of 
duty on theirs. What were the chief 
errors that they were indulging 


in this time last year? In the first place, 
there was the expectation of a peaceful 
arrangement. That failed. Then there 
was the idea that the Transvaal would 
not maintain their case to the point of 
war. That was proved to be an entire 
illusion. Then there was the idea that a 
very moderate increase of our forces 
would be sufficient. That was an entire 
miscalculation. And lastly, the last that 
I will name, there was the idea that the 
struggle would be sooner over, and that 
the submission of our enemies would be 
secured. On each one of these cardinal 
points the Government have been proved 
to have been altogether out in their read- 
ing of the probabilities of events in South 
Africa. It amounts to a lamentable and 
discreditable misjudgment of the facts of 
the case. For a time the case for the 
Government was based on. the revelation 
to the country of the great armaments of 
the Boers, and on the stories that were 


put about of a conspiracy to drive the | 


British into the sea. That only lasted a 
short time, however, because although the 
great armaments of the Boers were un- 
known to us, to those who had _ no official 
means of information, we find that they 
were known to the Government, who were 


acquainted with those great armaments. | 
And as to the conspiracy, no proof of it | 
whatever has been to this day adduced, | 


and some of the extremest politicians 
even in Cape Colony have disclaimed 
belief in it. That is broadly what has 
happened since last year. I will put a plain 
question, and ask, if the consequences 
that we have seen had been foreseen at 
that time: 1f we had known that all this 


sacrifice of life, suffering, and waste of | 


money, not to speak of other evils that 
may be in the background, were to follow, 
is there any man here who would not have 
gone a great deal further than the right 


hon. Gentleman showed a disposition to go | 


inorder to prevent an open rupture ? There 
1s not such a man among us. And can 


anyone say that the attainment of the | 
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ostensible object—namely, the remedy of 
the Transvaal grievances—was worth all 
it has cost? No, Sir. That is, no doubt, 
a thing of the past, but it leads to 
the position in which we are now. The 
war is drawing near to a conclusion, 
slowly, but let us hope certainly, a war 
which has been from the outset a war of 
disenchantment. Two things only stand 
out of which we may well be proud—the 
constancy and patriotic spirit and equa- 
nimity under trial of the British people 
in this island and throughout the world, 
and also the bravery of our soldiers. But 
many of us have never looked upon the 
war itself, terrible as it is, as the principal 
calamity; the principal mischief is the 
condition of things which the war will 
leave afterwards. [ will not repeat for 
the hundredth time the very admirable 
sentence in which the right hon. Gentle- 
man predicted the result of a war in 
South Africa. Someone spoke of it to- 
day as a hackneyed quotation, and it well 
deserves that character. As to the state 
of things after the war, I am not one of 
those, if there are any, who ever believed 
that after the war, such as it is, you 
could put back things as you found them. 
At the beginning of the session my right 
hon. friend the Member for East Fife laid 
down four objects which he thought ought 
to be kept in view for the end of the war : 
—(1) that there should be vindicated and 
established beyond controversy the supre- 
macy of the Imperial power in South 
Africa ; (2) that we should make the re- 
currence of this catastrophe impossible ; 
(3) that there should be an equality of civil 
rights; and (4) that there should be no 
ascendency. In order to show how com- 
pletely [agreed with my right hon. friend 
I repeated this formula on a subsequent 
occasion. Let us look to see how we 
stand, and whether we are in the way of 
attaining these objects. I direct special 
attention to the question of equality of 
civil rights and no ascendency. Let us 
consider whether the events now pro- 
ceeding in Cape Colony are going towards 


' the equality of civil rights and no ascend- 


ency. Are we sure that civil rights are 
being dealt with in such a way as to 
pacify the fears and give encouragement 
to all those, whether Dutch or British, 
who seek to revert to the quiet, peaceable, 
and harmonious conditions of life from 
which they were driven and disturbed by 
recent events? After the war is over, as 
far as the subjugated States are con- 








1235 Supply —Cwvil 


cerned, I have already stated in an inter- | 


ruption that in my opinion the military 
occupation must be continued for some 
time; but that is not in itself an 
ideal system. I think that the atten- 
tion of the people of this country 
should be drawn to the fact that the force 


to be maintained will be a great burden | 


on the resources of this country, not only 
in money but in men, and on that ground 
this is not a matter that only affects the 
people of South Africa, but it also very 
closely affects the taxpayers and people of 
this country. But, leaving for a moment 
the two States, and coming to Cape 
Colony, the right hon. Gentleman is 
mixed up by the appeal made to him 
from the Cape in the settlement of this 
matter. The right hon. Gentleman cannot 
hold himself altogether aloof and_ irre- 
sponsible from all proceedings that have 
taken place under martial law. I am 
aware that martial law is administered by 
military officers, and that the reports on 


the subject may come to the War Office ;. 


but the proper view of martial law was 
laid down in 1867 in a circular emana- 
ting from the Colonial Office when 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was Colonial Minister, and which 
very clearly shows that it is net to 
be treated as an absolutely military 
matter. This circular said, among other 
things, that it was the plain duty of the 
Governor to secure that the officers com- 
manded to enforce it should be alike sup- 
ported and controlled, and that the 
Governor should issue written directions 
to the officers incommand of troops, that 
even Her Majesty’s Government could 
not evade the duty of framing standing 
orders and regulations. The circular also 


lays down what appears to me to be at , 


variance with what we have heard. It 
states— 


“The primary object of employing troops 


under martial law is not the punishment of , 


offences, but the suppression of revolt. Martial 
law ought not to be enforced beyond the strict 
limits of the district in which it is pro- 
claimed.” 


Then it goes on to say that martial law 
should not be proclaimed over a wider 
district than the necessities of public 
safety require, and it should be 
withdrawn from the whole or part 
of the district at the earliest moment 
compatible with public safety. Those 


were sensible and wholesome regulations, 


Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman, 
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but it appears that the Governor of the 
colony is responsible for seeing that they 
are enforced. In a self-governing colony 
those to whom the Governors are 
primarily responsible are the Parliament 
of the colony, and it is not a matter in 
which we can in one sense directly and in 
the first instance interfere. I am _ not 
making any assertion, because of that state 
of ignorance in which we have been kept 
—it may be necessary—that breaches of 
those regulations have been committed ; 
but there are being circulated reports 
which do a great deal of mischief among 
the populations in South Africa, and which 
it would be well to have contradicted if 
they can be. This was the object of the 
many questions addressed to the right 
hon. Gentleman to which we have received 
no answer. What is the reason? It may 
be partly because of that system of 
censorship about which we shall hear 
more on Friday, and which has been 
applied far beyond the range of mili- 


tary facts and communications. — In 
some instances it has gone to the 


extent of interfering with the ex- 
pression of political opinion and_ the 
conveyance of public and __ political 
facts, just in the same way as would 
be dore by the autocratic Government of 
Russia or the Sultan of Turkey. With 
regard to those who have ‘been taken up 
under martial law, what is alleged is this, 
and I want some explicit answer. — It is 
alleged that a man who is merely sus- 
pected of having been favourable to the 
invaders is looked upon as.a. rebel. He 
is apprehended, taken away from his farm 
and family, put in gaol without trial, not 
allowed to see a legal adviser or to com. 
municate with his wife, not allowed to 
take part in any money transactions 
necessary for his farm ; and this state of 
things goes on apparently indefinitely. I 
admit that I can give no substantial 
proof or sworn evidence of those facts 
having ozcurred, but there are so many 
cases reported in the newspapers that I 
cannot help thinking that some of 
them do happen. I should _ lik 
to know from the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether his attention has beem 
called to the circumstance, and what steps: 
he has taken to prevent this horrible 
scandal being committed under the 
authority of Her Majesty and the free: 
people of this country. If the people: 
knew that these things were being done 
under their name they would, I believe, 
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be filled with indignation. There is | 
another side of this question, and that is | 
the punishment to be inflicted. The right | 
hon. Gentleman has been appealed to “by 
the Cape Ministry to give his views of 

what ought to be done, but I will not 

enter on that now, as it has already been 

referred to. I cannot help saying that in | 
many letters on this subject, even while 
repudiating anything like vindictiveness, | 
there breathes a certain vindictive spirit 
in them all. It seems to be an exceed- 
ingly delicate duty for us to encourage | 
and interfere on any considerable scale 
with the disfranchisement of persons in 
Cape Colony, seeing the great value we 
attach to those civil 1 rights in this country, 

and seeing the narrow majority that 
exists in the Cape Parliament. 
been alleged—I merely mention the fact 
to be contradicted—I do not allege it— 
that the actual majority of the Cape 
Parliament being only half-a-dozen, the 
arrest of some of those six members 
under suspicion and put in gaol and not 
allowed to sit and vote, reduces the 
majority or turns it into a minority, 
though this majority will have as its first 
duty the passing of the Bill to disfranchise 
the rebels. If that was the result in any 
degree, I think it would be a most unfor- 
tunate circumstance. Then as to the 
disfranchisement of those who took part 
with the invaders under compulsion. 
Surely it is not intended by the right hon. 
Gentleman and his advisers that disfran- 
chisement should be applied in any whole- 
sale manner to them. I do not wish to 
put this disfranchisement question too 
high. If they are to be disfranchised for 
five years, at the end of the five years the 
effect of what is now done will be over ; 
and if that is the effect just now, it will 
redound to the future strengthening of 
the party who support them. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The right 
hon, Gentleman seems to forget that this 
Was the proposal of that party whom he 
says we are going to disfranchise. It was 
proposed by” the Attorney General and 
Mr. Schreiner. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
But not agreed to by the other party. I 
do not know what influence was brought to 
bear in the matter, but there has been a 
feeling to this effect-—“ Let us accept this, 
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‘if these things are done, 


It has | 
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bad as it is, because the alternative is the 
suspension of our rights altogether.” lf 
there was anything said or done which in 
the least degree should give occasion for 
that belief, “| think it a most unfortu- 
nate circumstance. Why do I dwell on 
these things? In order to get informa- 
tion in the first place, and also because, 
the mischief 
occurs not only in relation to these things 
in themselves, but in the reflex effect of 


these things on the action of the whole 


Dutch population. You say there are 
things we have done or have not done 
that have tended to prolong this war—I 
do not suppose you mean the free grant- 
ing of supply ; we have never failed in that 
respect, at any rate ; but it is not in that 
sense you mean prolongation of the war— 
but has there been anything in what we 
have said more likely to prolong the war 
than proceedings such as I have men- 
tioned? Every burgher will see that this 
is the fate in reserve for him, and seeing 
this he will have the less disposition to 
yield ; he will feel himself in the position 
of a man with his back to the wall, and 
therefore he will fight to the bitter end. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : What is the 
fate the right hon. Gentleman says the 
burgher will fear ? 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The fear of being treated with scant 
respect for his civil rights. They will 
naturally say—‘‘If this is the boasted re- 
gard of Englishmen for civil rights, 
especially for Parliamentary _ rights, 
where shall we be, although they say if 
we only consent to give up our arms ‘and 
surrender we shall become colonists and 
enjoy the-full freedom of Englishmen?” 
That is, I think, a feeling most certainly 
not desirable to encourage. Therefore I[ 
shall be very glad indeed if the right hon. 
Gentleman can say anything on these 
points, apart from the question of punish- 
ment, and enable an authoritative contra- 
diction to be given to the rumours that 
are current. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.) and Mr. COURTNEY rose together, 
and there were cries for both right hon. 
Gentlemen. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will not stand | slightest provocation and without any 
between the Committee and the right | grievance which either they or their 
hon. Gentleman for more than a few | friends have ever stated, have deliberately 
minutes, but I must say a word or two | chosen the moment of our difficulties to 
of comment upon the strange doctrine of | take up arms against this country. The 
constitutional freedom which the right | right hon. Gentleman and others desire 
hon. Gentleman opposite has just pro-| that these persons should go unpunished 
mulgated. It will be in the recollection | or that some different punishment should 
of the Committee that at this time last | be awarded to them. Does he or does he 
year and for some months preceding that | not desire that they should go unpunished? 
time we were all anxiously considering | Of course, I have not the right to cross- 
the refusal of votes to the Uitlander popu- | examine him before the House, or to inter- 
lation of the Transvaal, but i do not! pret his silence as meaning assent, and 
remember that the right hon. Gentleman I will not take unfair advantage of the 
showed himself a protagonist in their fact that I am speaking and he has 
cause or anxious to give them the spoken; but if the right hon. Gentleman 
valued liberty of which he now speaks, | does not mean that these persons should 
But when we come to depriving! go unpunished, then what punishment 
rebels in arms of the franchise for five does he suggest as an alternative, what 
years, then the right hon. Gentleman is | punishment more lenient, and which would 
shocked, and describes that as a fate so | inflict less suffering on them and their 
terrible, that it will not only keep discon- | families, than that proposed? He would 
tent seething in the colony, but will keep | not, I presume, have the extreme penalty 
the population permanently or for a long | of the law inflicted upon them ; he would 
period in arms fighting against this not desire to see capital punishment in- 
country, whereas otherwise they might | flicted, or that they should undergo im- 
have been satisfied to accept the inevitable prisonment for life or for a long term of 
results of unsuccessful warfare. A more! years. Nor, I suppose, would he desire 
amazing doctrine I have never heard pre-| to see any crushing fine imposed upon 
sented to this House. The right hon. them. Under these circumstances I fail 
Gentleman thinks it is an outrage that | to see what resource is open to the 
they should be deprived of the franchise |\Government of the Cape, with whom 
for five years ; but does he propose that the responsibility rests—although, no 
they should go unpunished, or what alter- | doubt, responsibility rests also upon Her 
native does he propose to what he Majesty’s Government in advising the 
describes as such a terrible fate ? Cape Government—I do not see what 

resource is open but to inflict the punish- 

? aie . |ment determined upon, and my own 

_Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | frank opinion is that if the penalty errs 
Now, really I do not know why it is Tam 4¢ ajl it is on the side of leniency, not of 
always so misinterpreted. Jt was inanswer | harshness. I say that in no vindictive 
to a question from the right hon. Gentle- spirit, but simply because, seeing that 
man opposite who asked “ What fate?” | the essence of the object of punishment is 
I said it was the prospect they appre- | to prevent repetition of the offence, it is 
hended that their civil rights would be | doubtful whether a punishment so light 
dealt with in the way indicated by pro-| and so temporary will have the deterrent 
ceedings said to have taken place—not offect all punishments ought to have. 
only disfranchisement, but the whole | pass from the right hon. Gentleman's 
manner in which suspected persons had | pemarks on the policy to be pursued to- 
been treated, and the administration of | wards the rebels generally to his criti- 
the law. ‘cisms upon what has been done to two 
or three members of the Cape Parliament 

Mr. “. J. BALFOUR: And culminat- | at the present time. His constitutional soul 
ing, I suppose, in five years disfranchise- | is shocked at the suggestion that two 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman has|or three Members of that Parliament, 
quarrelled not so much with the whole | about whose disloyalty I conceive there 
procedure as with this most important | can be no moral doubt whatever [Hon. 
part of the procedure, and what I think! MemBers: “Oh, oh!” and “ Hear, hear!”] 
the extremely moderate punishment im-|—no moral doubt whatever, I do not 
posed upon persons who, without the | speak of the legal aspect of the case—are 
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{25 JuLy 1900} 


by the fact of their imprisonment deprived | 


of the power of voting in the Cape Parlia- 
ment, thereby upsetting the balance of 
power between the two parties there. 
The right hon. Gentleman seems to be 
deeply shocked at that ; but may I remind 
him that the balance of parties in that 
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that which my right hon. friend has given 
expression to. I do not wish to enter 
into controversy with the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, whose speech in point of 


form was excellent, but in point of sub- 


Parliament is disturbed by another very | 


different cause, upon which he has raised 
no protest. Some Members of that 
Parliament who do not share the views of 
those who are imprisoned are now fighting 
at the front, risking their lives in the 


defence of that Empire of which their | 


country forms a part. Their party is 


deprived of their Parliamentary services, | 


the balance of power is disturbed by their 
absence, and I should have thought that 
that, at all events, would have affected 
the right hon. Gentleman much more than 


the absence from their places of men who | 


under any circumstances must be 
admitted to be under the darkest 
suspicion—to use the mildest language— 
as to their views and attitude towards the 
country to which they belong. I do not 
know that I need say more on the latter 
part of the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman, but [ must say a word on the 
earlier part of that speech, when he was 
engaged in the--I think not uncongenial 
and certainly not unfamiliar—task of ex- 
plaining to the Committee why he is not 
going to give a vote. 
difficult to follow his reasons for that 
course. He criticised my right hon. 
friend for assuming that the issue raised 
by the Amendment now before the Com- 
mittee was the general policy of the war 


But I really find it | 


stance and matter it was a direct attack 
on the announcement which my right 
hon. friend made on behalf of the 
Government as the policy we are going 
to pursue. Let me remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that when my right hon. 
friend was repeating to the Committee 
what was the issue, and putting in the 
plainest language what it was that those 
who voted for the Amendment would be 
supporting, and what it was that those 
who voted with the Government would 
be supporting, he was cheered, loudly 
cheered, by the gentlemen _ sitting 
behind the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite and below the Gan gway on the 
other side. They will not deny that. 
[Hon Mempers: No, no.| I am sure 
they will not; their assent was expressed in 
the most emphaticinarticulate form. There- 
fore my right hon. friend was amply justi- 
fied in thinking that the right hon. Gentle- 
man is standing alone in imagining that 
the issue before us is something more 
than the powers of prophecy Her 
Majesty’s Government may or may not 
have shown during the last twelve months. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman said, 
taking up a phrase of my right hon. 
friend, that the country does not know 


the policy of the Government, but does 


and the annexation of the two Republics. ; 
Well, I think we have full justification | 


for that assumption, for every single 
speaker who has addressed the Committee 
from the other side of the House and 
belongs to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
party, has made the war the sole text 


of his speech, and directed his eriticism | ! : ; é 
| the point upon w hich the right hon. Gen- 


to the policy of the war and of annexation. 
And another hon. Gentleman, who is a 
loyal supporter of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, has risen more than once with a 
desire to emphasise the same views. The 
hon. Baronet the Member for Cocker- 
mouth, who is no longer in his place, the 
hon. and learned Member for Dumfries, 
the hon. Member for Northampton, the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon-—all have 
taken precisely the same view of the 
issue before the Committee, and which 


know the policy of the Opposition. Well, 
I thought that an amazing statement to 
make. It almost passes the limits 





Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


| Ll used the observation as quoting a case 





in which I had been more explicit than 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; I think 


tleman was more explicit than my right 
hon. friend was as to the exact form 
of provisional administration which 
should be adopted in the ‘Trans- 
vaal and the Orange Free State. The 
right hon. Gentleman forgets that a 
very large fraction of his party do not 
wish any provisional form of government 
either in the Free State or in the Trans- 
vaal, and do not want these countries to 
be annexed. The right hon. Gentleman 


to-morrow will be before the country as has a perfect right to speak for himself, 
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and, I presume, for all the members of 
that bench, except the right hon. Gentle- 
man who sits at the end of it (Mr. John 


{COMMONS} 


Morley) and the hon. and learned Gentle- | 


man who sits next to him (Sir R. Reid). 


Sm ROBERT REID: My right hon. 


friend the Member for Stirling is my 


Leader, and in my opinion the only Leader | 


of the Liberal party. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That. state- 
ment, made in the enthusiasm of passion, 
seems to me to be directed more against 
people who are not leaders than the dis- 
tinguished Gentleman who is Leader ; 
but I cannot congratulate the right hon. 
Gentleman as Leader upon the obedience 
of one of his principal followers. For, 
while the right hon. Gentleman will not 
vote for this Amendment, the hon. and 
learned Gentleman got up and concluded 
his admirable oration by saving that he 
felt bound by all that he held sacred and 


/man struggling with adversity ”—and, in | 
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said by many, the last time in this 
Parliament, on which any issue can he 
taken on the colonial policy in South 
Africa of Her Majesty’s Government. 
And although some, no doubt—perhaps a 
large majority of Members—may return to 
next Parliament to continne to take part 
in this discussion, that may not be given 
to every one of us, and those who have 
anything to say now had better take the 
opportunity, even at the penalty of being 
silenced for ever afterwards. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Stirling 
Burghs commands my sympathy, ap- 
proaching almost to commiseration. He 
is one of that class of men who are 
said to excite the pity of God—-“a gocd 


the position in which he is placed, | 
am not disposed to contest the pro- 
priety of the action which he, as 
the leader of a mixed party, proposes to 
take. It has been pointed out that 


‘members of the party behind him, quite 


dear to vote for the Amendment of the | 


hon. Member for Poplar. That is a very 
curious course to take, in face of his pas- 
sionate declaration of attachment to his 
Leader. But Ihave performed the only duty 
that is necessary in reference to the first 
part of the right hon. Gentleman’s speech 


when I have reminded him and shown | 


to the Committee that, when the right 
hon. Gentleman says he has got a clear 
and definite policy, that is not the policy of 
the party which he leads, and that what- 
ever demerits there may be in the policy 
expressed by my right hon. friend, this 
merit it at all events has, that it com- 
mands the undoubted and loyal support 
of, I think, with the exception of my 
right hon. friend (Mr. Courtney), the 
whole of the Unionist party, and, I be- 
lieve, the vast majority of the country. 
So important do I hold it that not the 
people of this country, or even the people 
of Europe alone, but our fellow-country- 
men in South Africa, in this war, on one 
side or the other, should know that we 
speak with no uncertain voice in this 
matter, and are supported in no uncertain 
way by the country, that I earnestly 
trust, in spite of the defection of the 
right hon. Gentleman (Mr. Courtney), the 
House will show quite clearly on which 
side its true opinion lies. 


Mr. COURTNEY : This is avowedly 
the last occasion this session, and, it is 


Mr. Pe mf Balfour. 


apart from the obedience ordinarily paid 
to a leader, may in the present situation, 
without disrespect to him, exercise their 
own judgment as to what they will do. 
I at all events have no hesitation as to 
my vote and as to the meaning of my 
vote on this occasion. I shall certainly 
vote for the Amendment, because I look 
upon the Colonial Secretary as mainly 
responsible for the great error of this 


war, and also as mainly responsible 
for the great error of _ policy 
with which avowedly Her Majesty's 


Government appear to be about to crown 
the war, It is upon him the glory—if it 
be a glory—and the responsibility of this 
war rest ; upon him, as Colonial Secre- 
tary, most of all rests the burden of 
meeting the House of Commons on 
the question of the policy which is 
to follow the war. And this is the 
occasion on which we are to express our 
opinion as to that policy. The Colonial 
Secretary, I frankly avow, has, in my 
judgment, misunderstood the problem in 
South Africa from the first. If that 
seems a bold and impudent assertion, I 
ask hon. Members to reflect on the posi- 
tion we were in twelve months ago. Can 
anyone who realises the position even 
then, and the attitude of the right hon. 
Gentleman then, and sees what has _hap- 
pened since—how the drama in South 





| Africa has unfolded itself and the issues 


have been presented—can anyone resist 


the conclusion that he misunderstood it 
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last year? He says he has changed his 
opinion on some things. Itseems to me it 
is want of comprehension—it is an intel- 
lectual question as much as a moral one— 
of the elements of the problem in South 
Africa which prevented his forming a 
sound judgment last year, and which is 
preventing his forming a sound judgment 
now. Take the question of the treatment 
of “avowed rebels,” so called. The 
Leader of the House spoke of this ques- 
tion as involving the treatment of avowed 
rebels who had no extenuation to offer 
for the fact of open rebellion. Now look 
at the six classes of offenders. The last 


' of all were’ those who were forced into 


the rebellion by a coercion which over- 
powered them, and the last but one dealt 
with those who, under the constraint 
of the invading forces of the enemy, 


furnished them with the — supplies 
they wanted wher commandeered. 
Can these two classes be spoken 


of as men in open rebellion without any 
extenuating circumstances ? With respect 
to these two classes such language is ex- 
tremely inappropriate. Here the charge 
against the Colonial Secretary is that he, 
not by direct veto, but practically, over- 
powered the spontaneous proposal of the 
Ministers of the Crown at the Cape. The 
Ministers of the Crown at the Cape knew 
the circumstances of the Cape, yet their 
policy with respect to the treatment of 
those different classes of persons was in 
effect declared to be inacceptable. The 
Colonial Secretary makes a statement in 
this connection which I find it hard to 
justify. He says the leader of the Govern- 
ment out there changed his opinion 
and deferred to the opinion at home. 
Ican discover no statement justifying 
that assertion. It is quite true that, after 
receiving the expression of opinion from 
home, he communicated, in concert with 
the Attorney General, a modified pro- 
posal for the five years disfranchisement, 
but he never said he thought it was better 
than the first proposal. The Colonial 
Secretary in Downing Street thinks his 
own opinion wiser than that of the 
Ministers at the Cape on the spot as to 
how to deal with those rebels. Does 
the new Ministry at the Cape take up 
the position of the Colonial Secretary ? 
I understand to-day from the Colonial 
Secretary that the Cape Minister has taken 
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} 


upa proposal for five yearsdisfranchisement. , 


That was not the proposal of the Colonial 
Secretary. His proposal was a disfran- 
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chisement for life, so we find him really 
more exacting even than Sir Gordon 
Sprigg and his colleagues in the present 
Government. I wish I could make the 
Members of this House understand in 
some degree what the position of these 
unfortunate rebels was on the border of 
Cape Colony. Cape Colony, in its inte- 
rior, as is well known, is inhabited almost 
mainly by Dutch, whose families spread 
over into the adjacent Free State and 
still further afield into the Transvaal, 
establishing, in fact, a brotherhood between 
the society on the one side and the society 
on the other. These men when the war 
broke out were filled with a conviction 
that the war was an unjust one —that it 
was forced on the people of the Trans- 
vaal and the Free State by the action of 
our Government at home. It is not 
necessary at this moment to express an 
opinion upon that issue. But if these 
people felt that the war was an unjust 
one, forced upon those immediately over 
the frontier by the action of che Govern- 
ment at home, and knew that among those 
called upon and forced to fight on the 


other side were their brothers, their 
nephews, and their cousins, all the 
male representatives in every de- 
gree, is it to be wondered at 


that they should be overpowered by 
the sense of brotherhood, and in some 
eases should have carried their indigna- 
tion against what they considered to be 
the provocative action of the Government 
at home to the length of joining the insur- 
gents? But the majority did not join, 
they remained quiet. When they gave 
in they were treated as people in oceupa- 
tion of the country under the control of 
the new Government, and they were 
bound to obey the de fucto Government in 
all lawful things, but they were not, of 
course, bound to bear arms against their 
own country ; and because they, being in 
this position, gave supplies to the enemy, 
they are to be treated in the fashion 
described. To treat these men with undue 
severity is to create a standing sore upon 
the border itself, and to inflame the minds 
of the loyal Dutch in the rest of Cape 
Colony. It is because the right hon. 
Gentleman has shown that failure of 
understanding, that want of sympathy, I 
am afraid it is, which prevents his 
realising the actual conditions of life in 
the country with which he has to deal, 
that he has fallen into error. He spoke 
of the loyal Dutzh What he meant by 
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the loyal Dutch was the Dutch who 
approved of the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government, as if a man could not be a 
loyal Dutchman who disapproved of the 
policy of Her Majesty’s Government. 
Can a man be a _ loyal Englishman 
who disapproves of the policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government? Is that impos- 
sible? Am I disloyal because I disap- 
prove of the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government? It is said that I am un- 
patriotic. I think the tests of patriotism 
will survive these judgments. The notion 
that loyalty means support of Her 
Majesty’s Government is one of those 
things I am not surprised at in the right. 
hon. and gallant Gentleman below me, 
because it is entirely consistent with the 
past policy of the Government of Ireland, 
but it is not in the least compatible with 
the idea of the freedom of the citizen in 
a free country. The Dutchmen who are 
opposed to the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government, and are yet loyal, are num- 
bered by tens of thousands, and you are 
alienating them—the most precious part 
of your colony, the part without whom 
you cannot go on and continue your pre- 
sent government—you are alienating them 
by the policy you pursue. What is the 
significant language of Lord James of 
Hereford? Speaking of the future, and 
describing what many of us hoped would 
have come about—and might have come 
about but for the wretched experience of 
recent years—the establishment of one 
union of States throughout South Africa, 
he said that the loyal must be supported 
in their predominance over the disloyal, 
and, if necessary, the Constitution must 
be suspended in order to carry out that. 
That is to say that the Constitution of 
Cape Colony, in order to allow the sup- 
porters of Her Majesty’s Government in 
Cape Colony to lord it over those who 
are not supporters, must be suspended. 
The prospect in Cape Colony itself is one 
of the darkest. If we carry on our view 
from there to the Free State and the 
Transvaal, what is the prospect you have 
before you there—with your annexation 
and your consequent action? Among 
other things with which I charge the 
Colonial Secretary, I say that he has 
brought upon us a war which has not 
only won us no glory, but has brought us 
great shame. It may be quite true that 
the consideration of the cost of the war 
has no logical connection with its policy. 
We may well qualify our judgment of 
Mr. Courtney. 
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the policy of this war when we remember 
what its history has been and what kind 
of credit it has brought to our military 
glory. I see that Mr. Winston Churchill 
seems to have inherited that courage 
whichdistinguished hisfather, and without 
which there can be no perception and no 
statement of truth. He says that now 
that he has come back, having once said 
that one Boer was equal, in the conditions 
of fighting in South Africa, to four 


Englishman or four Englishmen and 
a fraction, he is now disposed to 
say that he understated the case, 


and that he is 
five, or even six. 
the future and the annexation. We are 
to have military occupation of these States 
when they are captured—when they are 
subdued—followed after a short interval 
by the institution of a Crown colony, | 
agree with the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Stirling Burghs in prefer. 
ring that the military occupation should be 
kept up without a transition stage. A 
military occupation is essentially and in 
the nature of things a provisional arrange- 
ment, and consequently forces itself on 
your judgment for revision and improve- 
ment, whereas if you establish a Crown 
colony you may have that form for many 
more years than you calculated. Let 
your military organisation remain until 
you find, if you ever do find, the opportu- 
nity of giving free institutions to the 
States. Then what is the prospect ? We 
look back to 1877-1880. In 1877 the 
Transvaal was annexed in peace, without 
armed conflict, with the consent of the 
then President, and with the consent of 
many others, and yet at the end of three 
years we had to restore it after war. 
Among those concerned in the govern- 
ment of the Transvaal besides Sir Owen 
Lanyon was Sir Bartle Frere, the High 
Commissioner, who was the equal in expe- 
rience, and perhaps in force of mind, to 
Sir Alfred Milner. Lord Wolseley was 
concerned in the government of the 
Transvaal, and Sir George Colley had 
something to do with the government. 
When I compare these men with Sir 
Alfred Milner and the officers who have 
heen acting under Lord Roberts, and from 
whom it may be presumed that the mili- 
tary commissioners will be chosen for ad- 
ministering the annexed States, I do not 
see what guarantee we have that we shall 
not go through the same experience m 


more than equal to four, 


| the future as we have done in the past. 
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You cannot give these two communities 
the franchise as long as you are exacting 
the tribute and imposing the taxes neces- 


sary to pay the war indemnity, because | 


you could not get them to agree to it. 
As to getting a united peaceable South 
Africa such as you have got in Australia, 
such as you have got in Canada, by these 
methods, you cannot do it. It might have 
been got in the other way. It may be 
asked, what is the alternative? I admit 
it is a very serious question. You cannot 
put back things. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says you “cannot put back things at 


i the end of an experience such as we have 


been going through exactly as they were 
hefore. [ admit it. My hon. friend the 
Member for Durham made an able and 
considerate speech in the early part of 


ithe afternoon, in which he dwelt on the 
J unwisdom 
jagree that it w ould be unwise not to face 


of not facing the facts. I 
the facts in relation to the Transvaal ; but 
what is the difficulty which prevents the 
reconstruction of these states with a 
greater or less degree of freedom, involv- 
ing disarmament, involving, it may be, a 
partial reorganisation of the Rand, but 
leaving on “the whole a substantially 
free Government to the Free State, 
and to the pastoral portion, at least, of 
the Transvaal? Could you not Go it by 
the presence of a Resident who would 
have authority such as you have seen 
exercised in an Indian State ? 
the difficulty ? Is the difficulty in South 
Africa, or is it here? What is the 
difficulty that prevents our accepting and 
aiming at that solution? I do not say 
that in the circumstances it is certain to 
succeed, A man would be rash and 
foolish after this year of warfare to speak 
of anything as being certain to succeed. 
You will have need of the best head and 
the best heart you can send out to South 
Africa to grapple with the problems before 
you. But the difficulty is not there. I 
do not know how many Members of this 
House read the draft letter from 
President Kruger which appeared 
in the last Blue-book but one. 
Let anyone in the House or the 
country who has not read that letter 
read it. The difficulty is not in 
South Africa ; if we had the temper at 
home that was shown there, the solution 
would be easy. It is a question of 


temper, not a question of facts which | 
cannot be dealt with, with which you 
have to deal. 
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Is the colonial policy * 
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|this nation towards the States and 
| colonies all over the world to be settled 
|for ever with the issue of the coming 
election No, Sir. The inevitability of 
annexation does not arise from annexation 
being just or right. Men who admit. 
that annexation is wrong still say 
it is inevitable, because the British 
people are determined upon it. But 
it is a patriot’s part, when he sees a policy 
being adopted which he thinks is wrong 
now and full of injury for the future, to 
say so, and try to alter the temper of the 
British people. [Laughter.] Hon. Mem- 
bers laugh, but the temper of the British 
people altered in the late seventies and the 
arly eighties, and the temper of the 
British people will, if I mistake not, be 
transformed during the years of the 
next Parliament. We are not going to 
settle this South African business by the 
action we are taking to-day. To quote 
that often-quoted speech of the Colonial 
Secretary, it will rest with you with its 
rankling injuries for years. That story 
will come home from South Africa, 
and during the next Parliament 
the Front Opposition Bench will con- 
tinually be educated in that story. They 
will learn what it means, they will dis- 
cover its significance, and their friends in 
the country, and even the newspapers, 
after a time, will learn some scintilla of 
the elements of the problem of which at 
present they are entirely ignorant. I 
have only one other observation to make. 
This is the first time in the history of the 
dealings with troubles of this kind that 
we have had the spectacle of rulers less 
wise than those who are ruled. Often 
before there have been rebellions, 
domestic troubles, insurrections, disasters, 
and, after a period more or less prolonged, 
things have been put right and the pre- 
siding ruler, when they have been put 
right, has had to recognise that unless 
you get a certain agreement in mind and 
temper among the bulk of those ruled 
you cannot go on, however favourable 
may be the initial moment of your 
‘resuming power. So they have 
always been, in the past,  ex- 
tremely chary of punishing, and have 
been most reluctant to put a penalty upon 
those whom they have subdued. In the 
great American revolution we know that 
President Johnson was wiser than those. 
around him, and escaped by only one vote 
being impeached for a policy ‘vhich every- 
one now recognises was right. There is. 














1251 


a phrase which has passed into politics, 
which in this case is significant. One 
has read in history of persons plus | 
royalistes que le roi. That King was Louis 
XVIIL, of whom it is said that he never 
learnt any thing and never forgot any- 
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thing. But he was wiser than his 
Royalists, for these proscriptions he 


would not sanction. When I recall what 
has happened in Cape Colony, and see 
that the policy of the Colonial Secretary 
is not only more severe than that of Mr. 
Schreiner, but also of Sir Gordon Sprigg, 
I think I can say with justice, plus royaliste 
que le roi. 


Sr EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick): I trust the House will, 
for a short time, give me its indulgence, 
and I will endeavour to confine myself as 
much as possible to a statement of opinion 
rather than of argument. I do so the 
more easily because I had not intended 
to take any part in thedebate. But the 
hon. and learned Member for Dumfries 
and the Leader of the Government have 
both made speeches which render it neces- 
sary that some persenal explanation 
should be given. I cannot give to the 
statement of my own individual position 
that same force and form which my hon. 
and learned friend has given to his 
statement of opinion, but I shall try 
to do it with the same loyalty and con- 
sideration for the leader whom we are both 
anxious to follow. J am going to take a 
course which differs from the Leader of 
the Opposition. I am going to vote 
against the Amendment. I wish to say 
that, with the respect I have for him per- 
sonally, I desire to be in agreement 
with him, and [ differ from him with 
reluctance. But, at the same time, I feel 


that as my right hon. friend is not 
going to vote for the Amendment, it 


gives, and must necessarily give, a certain 
liberty of action to those among his follow- 
ers who hold strong opinions to take 
their own course. No one can doubt, 
after taking note of the quarter from 
which the Amendment comes, what it 
means. What it does and must always 
mean can only be gathered from those 
who supported it, and if anything were 
wanted to clinch what it means it is the 
eloquent speech of the right hon. Member 
for Bodmin, who never intervenes in 
debate without raising the tone of debate 
and expressing his views with eloquence. 
He has stated distinctly that this Amend- 
Mr. Courtney. 


{COMMONS} 


}ment raises the whole question of the 
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| merits of the war. I prefer to say “the 
merits ” rather than the policy of the war, 
because I do not think there was any war 
policy in this country whatever. The 
strongest point against the Government is 
that they were taken by surprise 
and had not made enough preparation, 
The preparation was on “the other side, 


The policy was on the other side. The 
olicy was Mr. Kruger’s, pursued, as J 
e o. PJ 


believe after what has come to light, for 
a long course of years. The want of 
policy was at home. The Government, or 
rather some members of it, make it difficult 
for us to support them, because they en- 
deavour to say that if we support them 
with regard to the merits of the war, 
if we do not hold them responsible for 
having brought about the war, we are 
bound to refrain from criticism of mis- 
takes which have been made in the con- 
duct of the war. That is the only con- 
struction I can put on the extract from 
the speech of Lord James of Hereford the 
other day which my hon. and_ learned 
friend has quoted. If that was not what 
Lord James intended, I do not know what 
he did mean. I say frankly that we do 
not consider that by this Vote we are 
bound to abstain from criticisms of mis- 
takes or of the whole question of who was 
responsible for the “unhappy entangle- 
ment at Ladysmith,” for the want of 
preparation, and what seems to us 
apparent, the want of a guiding, directing 
spirit co-ordinating the policy of the 
Cabinet asa whole. Upon such points 
we cannot keep silence, and it must not 
be understood that we are going to keep 
silence upon them. I make that guarded 
statement because I gather it is designed 
to put a certain construction upon this 
vote. The construction I put upon the 
vote is this: As far as this vote 
is concerned, it does not deal with 
the general merits of the war, but 
it deals with what has been dis- 
closed in the Papers last presented’ to 
Parliament--the punishment of the rebels. 
Lord James of Hereford appears to have 
made a speech going far beyond anything 
which appears in the Blue-book, but it is 
not his speech that we are discussing. 
The actual proposals in the Blue-book are 
quite definite. To attempt to maintain 
disfranchisement in perpetuity might land 


you in the position of having a ‘Govern- 


ment the nominal representative of the 


country, but really representative of the 
' 
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minority, and that would be certain to 
roduce demoralisation of the Govern- 
ment in the long run, and perpetuate 
exasperation in the country. But when 
't comes to a question of five years dis- 
franchisement and the other penalties 
which are proposed in the Blue-book, I 
cannot say that the penalties are excessive. 
(lemencies in the past were directed 
against wholesale executions and irrepar- 
able penalties which, once enforced, could 





i) the future. 


never be undone. There is no irreparable 
penalty proposed here, and there is 
nothing that cannot be easily removed in 
Taking the proposals as they 
stand, I do not think they are excessive. 
We must bear in mind that the loyalists 
have also to be considered. We have 


jas yet made no reparation to them, 
jand we are not in a position to do so. 


Starting, then, from the point that no 
irreparable penalties are proposed, I 
think that it will be sufficient that we 
should accept this as reasonable for the 
moment, but bear in mind that, if we 
wish to be more lenient in the future, 
that will be more effective on the whole 
state of public opinion in South Africa 
when we have made some reparation to 
the loyalists. So much on that. parti- 
cular point. Now, Sir, with regard 
to the merits of the war. I am 
really bound by the opinions which 
I have expressed in the country 
and the vote I gave last October to vote 
against the Amendment. This Amend- 
ment is in substance the same Amend- 
ment. What I think is important is 
that the Government should have a clear 
understanding, and that it should be 
known how tar we are prepared to go 
in giving them support in the future. 
When we stated at the beginning of the 
session that we should support the 
Government in carrying on the war, the 
Leader of the House said the value of 
that depended on how far we would go. 
For myself I support them to the end of 
the war, and in proclaiming annexation 
afterwards. If you do not have annexa- 
tion—if you do not have a clear issue 
with regard to annexation—you will have 
again Conventions, and you willhave again 
that weary treadmill of which we have 
had experience, and the whole country 
kept in a state of unrest. Although I 
am anxious that we should advocate what 


we think necessary, reasonable, moderate, | 


and in a fair temper, we must remember 
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the earnest and conciliatory temper as 
expressed by the Member for Bodmin 
runs the risk of being misunderstood in 
South Africa, and how it has been mis- 
understood. Let us be perfectly clear on 
the point of annexation. Annexation 
seems to me to be synonymous with the 
end of the war. When the war comes to 
an end annexation must follow, but 
we all feel that it is as easy to 
annex as it is to end the war. We can 
annex with a mere stroke of the pen. 
The Government have a right to 
ask as to the future what support they 
will have in making a settlement after 
the annexation has been accomplished. 
That is a matter which it is impossible to 
discuss before the end of the war. But, 
while I am entirely uncommitted with re- 
gard to the settlement, I feel, as I suppose 
everybody feels, that in the longrun it isim- 
possible for any large number of white men 
to be kept within the British Empire with- 
out representative Government. What 
should be the first steps, and how socn 
they should be taken, must depend upon 
the condition of affairs with which we 
have to deal after the war is over. We 
have had many prophecies, some pessi- 
mistic and some optimistic, as to the con- 
dition of affairs, but I would not take 
the opinion of anyone, however well he 
knows South Africa, as to what the con- 


dition of affairs will be, certainly not of 
persons who have been spending their 


time in this country while events have 
been in progress in South Africa. What 
we shall want is a long, careful, and ex- 
haustive opinion from those in South 
Africa who have been through the war 


and who have held responsible positions 
and are really representative men. 


When 
the Government are in a position to give 
us that, we shall be in a position to discuss 
the question of settlement. I hope I have 
made my position clear on this Vote. 
Having stated, as I have, that, though I 
deplore the mistakes which have been 
made in the conduct of the war, and the 
want of preparation, I have believed 
throughout that this country has been in 
the right and that the war has been 
forced upon it. Under these circumstances 
I see no reason why I should not repeat 
the vote I gave last October. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I do not 
intend to detain the House, because I am 


how far the lessons of the past show that | anxious to bring this sitting to an end. 
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I had not intended either to speak or to| to the Government, some months ago, 


vote upon this Amendment, but the speech | 
just delivered by my hon. friend has made 

it absolutely necessary that some of us 
should say what we think of the position. 
To my mind this Amendment, 
treat entirely apart from the speeches 
which have been made in support of it, 
does not express any opinion as to what 
the settlement is to be after the war, but 
it is an expression of strong disapproval 
and distrust of the methods recently 
adopted by the Government, and in par. 


ticular of the attitude of the Colonial 
Secretary. I will not argue now the 
merits of the war with my hon. friend 


beside me. It would be a thankless task 
to argue with him, but I will repeat what 
I have said before of this war, that I 
believe it to be a needless war, and one 
which leaves us worse off in South Africa 
as regards the future than we were 
before. Now, I desire to say a word or 
two as to what has arisen in the course 
of this debate. I agree with my hon. 
friend the Member for the Berwick 
Division—and I am afraid it is almost 
the only point on which I do agree with 
him in the speech he has made—that 
this is not the time to talk of a settle- 
ment, and if my hon. friend feels that it 
is too soon to ask for the plan of a settle- 
ment I[ think he would have been well 
advised if he had also abstained from ex- 
pressing any opinion upon the question 
ot annexation. Public opinion is far too 
excited, as well as too imperfectly in- 
formed, in England at the present time 
to enable us to deal properly with this 
question. ‘The justification which I tind 
for the submitting of this Amendment is 
because it is aimed at the present atti- 
tude and the recent policy of Her 
Majesty's Government. That is a policy 
which is permeated by a spirit which is 
utterly wrong and foolish. There was 
not a word in the speech made by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tary tending to pacify public feeling in 
South Africa. The difficulties there are 
enormous. The difficulties of bringing 


about peace and good feeling there will | 


tax the wisdom of statesmen for genera- 
tions to come, and yet the right hon. 
Gentleman never said a word calculated 
to make those difficulties less. Whenever 
he delivers a speech, he makes them 


which I | 


greater. When offers of peace were made 


Mr. Bryce. 


those offers were met by a peremptory 
refusal which cut off all possibility of 
negotiations, and that decisive refusal has 
done much to prolong the war. The 
vovernment proclaimed the annexation 
of the Free State before it was neces- 
sary to do so, and when they told 
the Free State burghers and the Trans- 
vaal burghers that no better terms would 
be granted them if they desisted from 
fighting, they gave them every encou- 
ragement to fight on to the end. The 
right hon. Gentleman ignores the exist- 
ence of the large mass of well-disposed 
and loyal Dutch people to whom we have 
to look in the future if we are to hope to 
retain Cape Colony in contentment. 
This is not a question of inflicting punish- 
ment on the ringleaders in the rebellion, 
but it is a question of disfranchising those 
who may not have done a single disloyal 
act in districts which the British troops 
were not protecting. These men ought 
not to be punished by lifelong disfran- 
chisement, as the Colonia! Secretary pro- 
posed, because it is plain that they acted 
under compulsion. [ confess that I feel 
that there must be a punishment for the 
rebels, and I also feel that we cannot 
restore the republics to the same state in 
which they were in before the war. Both 
these things we must admit, but what I 
also feel is that there is a great need ina 
country like South Africa that words of 
peace should be spoken, that punishment 
should go no further than is absolutely 
necessary, and should have no vindictive 
character, and that when passion runs so 
high in South Africa there should come 
from England words to show that we were 
trying to look at things in a much calmer 
and wiser spirit, and words that would 
make for peace and conciliation. Like my 
hon. friend the Member for the Berwick 
Division, we all desire a united and 
peaceful South Africa, but the policy of 
the Government appears to be calculated 
to stir up and perpetuate strife between 
the white races in the presence of a vast 
black population, which the more it in- 
creases and the more it assimilates the 
arts of civilisation, will so much the more 
become a most formidable element in 
the country. In the fac: of these difficul- 
ties we have aright to expect that the 
Government should try to pour oil upon 
the troubled waters instead of aggrava- 
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ting the difficulties that exist, and making Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
it harder to restore that peace which | and claimed to move, “That the Question 
South Africa so sadly needs. Under | po now put.” 

these circumstances I feel bound to | ; 
join in the condemnation of the recent | 


. — Lance > rhi I< eON- : - 

| bs a oc ig which is con-) Question put, “That the Question be 
eyed by the Amendment. 

peyes 99 . | now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 169 ; 


Mr. LUTTRELL (Devonshire, Tavis- | 
teck) rose to continue the debate, | 


when— Noes, 100. (Division List No. 241.) 
AYES. 

Allsopp, Hon. George | Gibbons, J. Lloyd | Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | Gibbs,Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond | O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Penn, John 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hn, A.J.(Manch’r) | Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) | Perey, Earl 

Balfour, RtHnGeraldW(Leeds | Greene,HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Banbury, Frederick George Gall, Sir Cameron | Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell Halsey, Thomas Frederick Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Burtley, George, C. T. Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. Purvis, Robert 


Beach, RtHnSir. M. H.(Bristol) |) Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. | Pym, C. Guy 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Haslett, Sir James Horner | Remnant, James Farquharson 
Bill, Charles Henderson, Alexander | Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Hoare,EdwBrodie(Hampstead | Ridley,RtHonSirMatthew W. 
Bond, Edward | Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) | Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. T. 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn | Hornby, Sir William Henry | Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Brassey, Albert | Houston, R. P. | Saunderson,RtHn.Col. Edw.J. 


Howard, Joseph | Savory, Sir Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil | Seely, Charles Hilton 
Jackson,Rt.Hon. Wm.Lawies | Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Bu'lard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire | Keswick, William Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Kimber, Henry Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) King, Sir Henry Seymour Spencer, Ernest 

Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) Knowles, Lees Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Chamberlain, tt. HoaJ.(Birm. | Laurie, Lieut.-General Stanley,SirHenryM(Lambeth 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) | Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) Stephens, Henry Charles 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 
Leighton, Stanley Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(S’wns’a | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Long,Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) Talbot, Rt. Hn JG(Oxf’d Univ. 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Heary 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 











Cooke,C. W. Radelitte(Heref’d) | Lonsdale, John Brownlee Thornton, Perey M. 

Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) | Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller Tollemache, Henry James 
Cox,[rwin Edward Bainbridge | Lowe, Francis William Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred | Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Cross, Herb.Shepherd(Bolton) | Macartney, W. G. Ellison Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.(Kent) 
Curzon, Viscount | Maedona, John Cumming Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Dalryinple, Sir Charles | M‘Iver,SirLewis (Edinb’eh,W. | Welby,Lt.-ColACE(Taunton) 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Manners,Lord Edward Wm.J. | Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Doughty, George Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.I. | Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Maxwell,RtHon.SirHerbertE | Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Doxtord, Sir WilliamTheodore | Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Drage, Geotirey Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Middlemore,JohnThr’gmorton | Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Faber, Georte Denison Milward, Colonel Victor Wodehouse,Rt. Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Fardell, Sir ‘I. George Monk, Charles James Wortley,Rt. Hon.C. b. Stuart- 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. | Moon, Edward Robert Pacy | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Fergusson Rt. HnsirJ(Mane’r | More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) Wylie, Alexander 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Morgan, Hon. F.(Monm’thsh. | Wyndham, George 

Fisher, William Hayes Morrell, George Herbert Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- | Morton, ArthurH. A( Deptford) 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Flannery, Sir Fortescae Murray, ktHnA.Graham( bute Sir William Walrond and 
Fletcher, Sir Henry Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) Mr. Anstruther, 

Gedge, Sydney Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
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Allison, Robert Andrew 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
| Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

| Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
| Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bethell, Commander 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Courtney, Rt. Hn. Leonard H. 
Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH(South’ton 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


Question put accordingly. 


Allison, Robert Andrew 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Clark. Dr. G. B. 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 
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Service Estimates. 


| Gurdon,SirWilliam Brampton | Power, Patrick Joseph 


| 
| 
| 


Courtney, Rt.Hon. Leonard H. 


Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C 

Duckworth, James 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


Gurdon,SirWilliam Brampton | 
| O'Dowd, John 


Hayden, John Patrick 


Allsopp, Hon. George 

Aeadkt Penman. Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baker, Sir John 

Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour,Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Holland, William Henry 


| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MaeDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qn’s.C, 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J.W.(Yorks.) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morley, ht. HonJohn(Montr’se 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O’ Malley, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington, SirG. A.(LanesS W 


The Committee divided: 


| Noes, 208. 


AYES. 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lloyd-George, David 


Lough, Thomas 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, DrM A(Queen’sC 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) | 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 


| Morley, RtHonJohn(Montrose | 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | 


NOES. 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H(Bristol) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. b. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 

Bill, Charles 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. Jolin 


| Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 

| Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Ed. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sinclair,Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Albert ; 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JolhnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene ; 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, HenryJ. (York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 





Ayes, 52; 
(Division List No, 242.) 


, O'Malley, William 


Pickersvill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 


' Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


| Steadman, William Charles 


Sullivan, Donald( Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Scott. 


Brown, Alexander H. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Austen( Wore 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
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Char 
Chel: 
Colli 
Colst 
Cook 
Cook 
Corb 
Cox, 
Cripp 
Crom 
Cross, 
Curzo 
Dalry 
Davie 
Disras 
Doug! 
Doug! 
Doxfo 
Drage 
Elliot, 
Emme 
Evans 
Faber, 
Farde 
Fellow 
Fergu: 
Finlay 
Fisher 
FitzGe 
Fitz V 
Flanne 
Fletch 
Gedze, 
Gibbon 
Gibbs, 
Godda’ 
Gorst, 
Gosche 
Gouldi 
Gourle 
Green, 
Greene 
Grey, $ 
Gull, § 
Haldar 
Halsey 
Hamilt 
Hanbu: 
Harwor 
Haslett 
Hedder 
Hender 
Hoare, 
Hoare, | 
Hollan 
Hornby 
Housto1 
Howard 
Howell, 
Hozier, } 


Mr. 
“That 
put.” 


Allsopp, 
Arnold-] 
Atkinso’ 
Bailey, . 
Baker, $ 
Balearre 
Balfour, 
Balfour, 
Banbury 
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Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke,C. W. Radclitte( Heref’d) 
Corbett, A.Cameron ( re lasgow) 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Crombie, John William 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | 


Curzon, Viscount 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,M. Vaughan(Cardigan) | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, $ Sir Wm. Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Elliot,|Hon. A. “Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (South’ton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. Georze 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwya Edward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ(Manch’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Gedye, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lioyd 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 
Green, Walford D.(Wedn’sb’ry 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wim. 
Harwood, George 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
yet Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Ref: 
Howard, Joseph 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 


Mr. A. J. 


put.” 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arnold-Forster, Huch O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baker, Sir John 

Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, R.tHon. A.J.(Mancl’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George | 


)| 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bite 
| 
| 
| 
| 





BALFOUR 
“That the Original Question be now 


| Bartley, 


{25 JuLy 1900} 


} Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a | 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Langiey, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Sti inley 

Llewe lyn, Sir Dillwyn-(Sw'ns’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Lonsdale, Jolin Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Franeis William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
Manners, Lord Edward Wm. J 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hon. WE 


Maxwell, Rt. Hon. SirHerbertE | 


Mellor, Gvlonel (Lancashire) 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W. (Yorks.) 


| Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 


Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm/thsh. ) 


Morrell, Ge sorge Herbert 


Morton, ArthurH. A(Deptford) y 


Sir Robert Gray C. 
Hon. 


Mowbray, 
Murray, Rt. 


Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Neill, Hon. 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Perks, Robert William 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, SirG. A.(LanesSW 
Platt-Higegins, Frederick 


Plunkett, RtHnHoraceCurzon | 


Purvis, R robert 
Pym, C. Guy 


claimed, | 


Noes, 41. 


AYES. 
Frederic Gorell 
George C, T. 
Beach, Rt. HnSirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Barnes, 


Bowles, TA tibson( King’sLynn) 


Brassey, Albert 





A. G. (Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Robert Torrens | 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham | 
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femnant, James Farquharson 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hon.SirMatthew W 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Russell, 'T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, RtHn. Col. Edw. J. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley,SirHenryM (Lambeth 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. HonJG(Oxfd Univ. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, ae James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, C aed, Philips 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexander 

W allace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 


Service Estimates. 


Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 


Welby, Lt. aa AC ee 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John loyd 
W hiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, RtHnE. R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, cps 

WwW yndham, ( reorge 

Wyvill, Ms urmaduke 1” Arey 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Original Question put accordingly. 


je 
8, 176 ; 





(Division List No. 243.) 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John page 
Cavendish, V. C. W. *(Derbys.) 
Cayzer, Sir € shares William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J(Birm. 
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Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore'r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon, Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colstone, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Cooke, C. W. Radcliife(Here’d) 


Adjourn ment 


E 


Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow | 


Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridve 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxford,Sir William Theodore | 


Drage, Geotlrey 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


| Macartney, 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r | 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Gedge, ney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. AGH: (CityofLond.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, SirEdwardTemperley 
Green, Walford D(Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, ht. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 
Howard, Joseph 
Howell, William Tudor 


Allison, Robert Andrew 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 
Caldwell, James 
Channing, Francis 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 
Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, Thomas B. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 


Allston 


(Donegal) | 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


{COMMONS} 


Hozier, Hon J. H. Cecil 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Jones, David Brynmor (Sw’ns’a 
Kei wley, Hudson E. 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Wm. I. y 7 eee 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Carrie 
Leighton, Stanley 


Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw'ns’a | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 


Lonsdaie, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 

W. G. Ellison 
Macedona, John Calon 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
Manners, Lord EdwardWm.J. 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn W. F. 


Maxwell, Rt. HonSirH erbertE 


Mellor, Colonel (Laneashire) 
Mellor,Rt. Hon.J. W. (Yorks.) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward,Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, HnFred.(lonm’thsh) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A( Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt HnA.Grahaim( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. W gud un( Bath. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Palmer,SirCharlesM (Durham 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


Paulton, James Mellor 
Penn, John 
Perey, Earl 

NOES. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lioyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Huech Fownes 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr.M. A.(Qu’nsC) 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
| M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 


| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N.Louth) | O’ Dowd, John 


In pursuance of the Order of the, 
House of the 16th day of this instant | 
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Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt HnHoraceCurzon 
Purvis, — 

Pym, C. Guy 

Remn: int, James Farquharson 
Richardson,SirThos. (Hartlep’i 
Ridley, Rt. HonSirMatthewW. 
Ritehie, | it. HonChasThomson 
Robson, Willian: Snowdon 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon.Col. EJ. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley,SirHenryM. (Lambeth 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. JG(Oxfd Univ. 
Thornton, Per ry M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, ‘Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warr, Augus 1s Fre deriek 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunt’n 
Wentworth, ‘a ve C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E. R( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
TELLERS AYES— 


FOR THE 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
O'Malley, Wiiliam 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Samuel, -. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, ‘Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’ Brien. 


July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House 
| without Question put. 


Adjourned at half after 
Seven of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :— 


London, Walthamstow, and Epping 
Forest Railway (Abandonment). 


The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
BRAY AND ENNISKERRY RAILWAY 


BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the oppo- 
sition thereto having been withdrawn ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The Orders made on the 13th instant 
and Thursday last discharged ; and Bill 
committed forthwith. 


SUPPLY BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL 


(No. 5) BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with an Amendment, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House To-morrow. 


ORDERS 


DURHAM (COUNTY OF) ELECTRIC 

POWER SUPPLY BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


TOTTENHAM URBAN 
COUNCIL BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


DISTRICT 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
vith an Amendment, and committed to a 
Vommitteeof the whole House To-morrow. 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


VOL. LXXXVI. [Fourrn Sertes.] 
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HASTINGS CORPORATION — BILL. 


The Queen’s consent signified; and 
Bill reported with Amendments. 


Business. 


ELECT RIC 
SUPPLY BILL. 
The Queen’s consent signified ; and 
Bill reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


COVENTRY CORPORATION BILL. 
TAUNTON CORPORATION BILL. 
GAS LIGHT AND COKE, COMMERCIAL 
GAS AND SOUTH METROPOLITAN 

GAS COMPANIES BILL, 
NOW 
METROPOLIS GAS — (PREPAYMENT 
METER) ACT, 1900. 
SOUTHPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


3RADFURD CORPORATION BILL. 

Read 3¢, with the Amendments; a 
further Amendment made ; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 


OLDHAM CORPORATION BILL. 

Read 3¢, with the Amendments ; further 
Amendments made; Bills passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 

BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


CITY OF LONDON (VARIOUS POWERS) 
BILL. 

Read 3¢, with the Amendments; a 
further Amendment made; Bill passed 
and returned to tne Commons. 

MARKET WEIGHTON DRAINAGE AND 
NAVIGATION BILL. 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
(BRIDGES) BILL. 

CHARING CROSS AND STRAND 
ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVE- 
MENTS BILL. 

Read 3¢ with the Amendments, and 

passed, and returned to the Commons. 


SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS BILL 


PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT 
BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 


GAS 


' Amendments agreed to. 


2Z 
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BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL [H.L.]. 
Returned from the Commons with the 

Amendment made by the Lords to the 

Amendments made by the Commons 

agreed to. 

EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.L. }. 

TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [H.L.]. 
OVERHEAD 
BILL [# L.}. 

Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 

GLASGOW BUILDING REGULATIONS 
BILL [H.1. ]. 
MOTHERWELL AND BELLSHILL RAIL- 
WAY BIL [H...]. 

NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL [#.1.}. 


ROTHERHAM CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Returns, 


PROVISIONAL 
(LON DON) 


LIVERPOOL RAILWAY 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to, 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 
CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


read 1¢; 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 


POWER BILL. 
SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL. 

NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord Stanmore and the 


Lord Glanesk be proposed to the House | 


as members of the Select Committee on 


the said Bills in the place of the Lord | 
Aberdare ; | 


Wolverton and the Lord 


read, and agreed to. 


PAISLEY WATERWORKS PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
12th March last, “That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after the 26th day of June next,” 
be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
read 2¢; agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the whole House To-morrow. 


{LORDS} 
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| EDINBURGH (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASS) IMPROVEMENT SCHEME 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMA.- 

TION BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
12th March last, “ That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after the 26th day of June next,” 
be dispensed with, and that the Bill be 
now read 2¢; agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House To-morrow. 


Reports, de. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 

Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
PERTH AND PAISLEY GAS PRO- 


VISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bills reported without amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3% to-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AFRICA, No. 6 (1900). 

Preliminary Report by Her Majesty’s 
| Special Commissioner on the Protectorate 
of Uganda. 

COMMERCIAL, No. 3 (1900). 

Reports from Her Majesty’s Representa- 
|tives in Europe on the metric system. 
Part I. 

TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No, 2485. France (French Indo-China) ; 
No. 2486. Roumania ; 

No. 2487. China (Tientsin). 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND). 

Report of the Director of the National 
Gailery of Ireland to the Board of 
Governors and Guardians, for the year 


1899, 
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WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. 
Statistics of proceedings under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, and 
the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, dur- 
ing the year 1899. 
HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 
Reports on the manuscripts of— 
1. Mrs. Frankland-Russell-Astley, of 
Chequers Court, Bucks. 
2. Lord Montagu, of Beaulieu, Hants. 
3. Beverley Corporation. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


RESERVE FORCES BILL .[H.t.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 

MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF 
SHILPOWNERS AND OTHERS) BILL. 
[THIRD READING. ] 

Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read, 


‘hat the Bill be now read 


~(Lord Heneuge.) 


Moved, ‘“‘“ 
the third time.”- 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of HALspury) said he felt it his 
duty to give their Lordships an oppor- 
tunity of protesting against this Bill. 
He had endeavoured to frame Amend- 
ments which would render this a more 
reasonable Bill, but had come to the con- 
clusion that there were great objections 
to any form of amendment. The whole 
purpose and object of the Bill was vicious. 
It had been recommended to their Lord- 
ships’ consideration on the ground that 
what were called the parties were agreed. 
That seemed to him a very serious thing, 
because “the parties” were the shipowners 
on the one side and the dock and harbour 
owners on the other. This was a circum- 
stance which ought to put them on their 
guard against the Bill rather than tell in 
its favour, because they had these two 
very powerful bodies combining against 


{26 JuLY 1900} 


the public who owned goods and _ had | 


their lives and limbs to care for. More- 
over, the Bill had not been brought before 


a single one of those bodies who were | 
supposed to look after the commercial | 


interests of the country. 
ipassed and Parliament were thus to affirm 


If the Bill were | 


| 
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‘the principle of limitation of liability, it 


would form an irresistible argument in 
favour of similar legislation for every 
railway company in the United Kingdom, 
who at present were liable to the very 
last farthing they possessed. Clause 3 of 
the Bill provided that— 

“ The limitation of liability under this Act 

shall relate to the whole of any losses and 
damages which may arise upon any one distinct 
occasion, .although such losses and damages 
may be sustained by more than one person, 
and shall apply whether the liability arises at 
common law or under any general or private 
Act of Parliament, and notwithstanding any- 
thing contained in such Act.” 
The measure of liability proposed in the 
3ill was absurd and grotesque. He really 
did not know what relation the size of the 
largest ship which had used the dock or 
harbour within five years previous to the 
accident had to the liability of the dock 
or canal owners. He objected to the mode 
by which the Bill came to be in its present 
form. The shipowners wanted additional 
limits, whereupon the dock-owners said, 
“We shall oppose you unless we get 
something too.” The Bill was supposed 
to have received the patronage of the 
Government in the other House. As a 
matter of fact, the Attorney General had 
voted against it, and the President of the 
Board of Trade, with whom he (the Lord 
Chancellor) had thought it right tocommu- 
nicate, had informed him that he repu- 
diated any responsibility for the measure, 
but that as heunderstood both parties were 
agreed he would not interfere. That was 
the extent to which his right hon. friend’s 
support went. He begged to move that 
the Bill be read this day three months. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out ‘now’ and insert at the end 
of the motion, ‘ this day three months.’ ”-—( Zhe 
Lord Chancellor.) 


Eart EGERTON pointed out that 
the two great commercial cities of Liver- 
pool and Manchester agreed in support- 
ing the Bill. Under the Bill as it 
stood, the liability of Liverpool would be 
£136,000, whereas by the first suggested 
Amendment of the Lord Chancellor it 
would be only £50,000, and by the second 
Amendment it would be £530,000. 


Tue Eart or HALSBURY: 


not moved those Amendments. 


I have 


EarL EGERTON: No; but I am 
showing how difficult it is to frame any 
2Z2 
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standard other than that in the Bill. 
In the case of Manchester the limit 
of the Bill was £104,000, which was 
reduced to £23,000 by the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s first Amendment, an utterly in- 
adequate amount ; whilst by the second 
Amendment it would be £230,000, which 
was far too much. The Bill had been 
very fully considered by all the parties 
interested, and it was agreed that no 
difficulty whatever would be experienced 
in ascertaining the tonnage of the largest 
vessel using the port. 
the Bill, which "had received the unani- 
mous support of the commercial com- 
munity, would not be rejected in conse- 
quence of any precedent which the 
measure might form. The shipping 
interest was entirely different from the 
railway interest, and he hoped that their 
Lordships would agree to pass the Bill, 
which was the outcome of long negotia- 
tions between the parties interested. 


Lorp HENEAGE said he thought 
their Lordships would admit that the 
course taken by the noble and learned 
Lord was extremely inconvenient. The 
noble and learned Lord first put down 
an Amendment to Clause 2 proposing as 
the limit of the liability of the dock 
canal or harbour authority 10 per centum 
of the value of the dock or canal or har- 
bour. He nad endeavoured to find out 
what would be the effect of that Amend- 
ment, and, having gone through an 
immense amount of figures, he had come 
to the conclusion that it was utterly 
absurd, ridiculous, and impracticable. 
The noble and learned Lord changed his 
mind and put down another Amendment 
proposing that the liability was not 
to exceed the value of the dock or 
canal or harbour. That, if not more 
absurd than the first, was more 
complicated and more impracticable. But 
instead of moving that Amendment, for 
which the House had come prepared, the 
noble and learned Lord moved — the 
rejection of the Bill. However, that did 
not matter, forif the noble and learned 
Lord had moved his Amendment and had 
earried it the Bill could not have been 
accepted by its promoters. The noble and 
learned Lord dealt with life and property 
at sea; this Bill had nothing to do with 
— subject. It was with difficulty that he 


ras able to hear the observations of the 
aks and learned Lord, 


Earl Egerton. 


but he under- 


{LORDS} 


He trusted that | 
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| stood him to say that he (Lord Heneage) 

had acknowledged that the bodies repre- 
senting the commercial interests of the 
country had not been consulted in regard 
to this Bill. He acknowledged nothing 
of the kind. In reply to Lord Avebury, 
who asked, at a previous stage of the Bill, 
if those interested in cargoes had been 
consulted, he (Lord Heneage) stated that 
he could not recollect from memory 
whether chambers of commerce had 
been consulted, but that he was perfectly 
certain that underwriters had been, and 
that they approved of the Bill. Lord 
Avebury himself consulted the under- 
writers, and said he had no Amendment 
to move. The second clause was not so 
illogical as it looked, and there would not 
be the slightest difficulty in obtaining 
information with respect to the tonnage 
of the largest ship that had entered the 
dock, canal, or harbour. He would not 
ask their Lordships to take his word only 
for this, but would quote the opinion of 
one of the leading lawyers in the 
Admiralty Court. Mr. Butler Aspinall 
had expressed the following opinion 


“T am of opinion that the proposed basis of 
dock-owners’ liability, namely, £8 per ton on 
the largest registered ship, is practicable and 

can be given effect to by the Admiralty Court 
switteenal difficulty or undue expense. Dock- 
owners who propose limiting their liability 
will institute an action in the Admiralty 
Division for that purpose. Upon the action 
coming on for trial, the plaintiff will have to 
satisfy the judge by eotboace that his alleged 
limit is based upon the tonnage of the largest 
ship. This can be done in accordance with the 
practice of the court by affidavit and the pro- 
duction of the ship’s register. If the vefend- 
ant« deny that the ship in question is the 
larvest ship, this issne of fact can be shortly 
and cheaply determined. In the large majority 
of cases there would be no dispute as to which 
was the largest ship. The basis of the largest 
ship seems ‘faneiful, but in truth there is no: 
principle in determining the quantum of a 
wrongdoer's liability, once it is granted that he 
is to be allowed to limit his liability. The 
proposed basis is capable of being easily worked, 
and this to my mind is its great merit. 

“T think that the Lord Chancellor's proposal 
would lead in many cases to great delay and 
heavy expenditure. In many cases there 
would necessarily be an expensive inquiry 
into what the rateable value was. The Ad- 
miralty Court has no machinery for this pur- 
pose and no officials with the necessary special 
knowledge to enable them to hold such in- 
quiries. [t would mean that boti parties 
would be entitled to be heard before the 
tribunal holding the inqniry, presumably with 
a right of appeal, which most conceivably 
might result in the matter not being disposed 
of till it had reached the House of Lords for 
adjudication.” 
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The Lord Chancellor said something with 
reference to the patronage of the Board 
of Trade. He (Lord Henez uge) had spent 
the greater part of his life in the House 
of Commons, and had always understood, 
when a Bill went through that House 
unanimously supported by every Cabinet 
Minister and by the Law Officers of the 
Crown, that the Department had made 
itself responsible for the Bill, because, if 
it was a bad Bill, they ought to have 
opposed it. Even in the House of Lords 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh stated distinctly 
that the Board of Trade was in favour 
of the Bill, and voted against the Amend- 
ment of Lord Alverstone which was 
moved in Committee. The Board of 
Trade had loyally stood by the Bill, and 
was at this moment of opinion that the 
solution in the Bill was the only possible 
solution of the difficulty. He trusted 
their Lordships would not reject the Bill. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY | said it 
was a scandalous thing that the spokesmen 
of the Government on this question should 


take up such varying attitudes. Notwith- 
standing this division of opinion, the 


Department really responsible had given 
its opinion in favour of the Bill. — It 
seemed to him that when it was a matter 
of choosing between the opinion of the 
Board of ‘Crade—the responsible Depart- 
ment—and that ot any member of the 
Government, the best course to take was 
to follow the advice of the responsible 


{26 JuLy 1900} 
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Minister. The noble and learned Lord 
said they must be very careful in passing 
the Bill, because the two interests most 
concerned had come to an agreement. 
Surely one of the first considerations in 
matters of this kind was whether those in 
the country who were specially affected by 
the proposed law were in favour of it. 


Shipping Bill. 


Lorp ALVERSTONE asked their 
Lordships to consider whether the Bill 
was one which ought to pass, and not to 
put the responsibility upon any supposed 
agreement between shipowners and dock- 
owners, who were really making a 
bargain in their own interests without 
considering the interests of the persons 
who were really concerned. Not a single 
argument had been brought forward in 
their Lordships’ House to justify the 
extended limitation of the liability of 
dock companies, except a bargain which 
they had concluded with the shipowners. 
If this absolutely new departure in the 
law of England were to be made, he hoped 
the Government would be held respon- 
sible for the alteration. He did not 
hesitate to say that, if it were argued on 
its merits, their Lordships’ impartial 
judgment would lead them to reject 
this Bill. 


On Question whether “now” shall 
stand part of the motion, their Lordships 
divided :—Contents, 51; Not-Contents, 
9° 


CONTENTS. 


Argyll, D. 

Northumberland, D. 
Soyle, L. ( 

Camperdown, E. 

Carrington, E. 

Ches terfield, E. 

Dartrey, E. 

Everton, E. 

Grey, E. 

Kimberley, E. 

Lucan, E. 

Mayo, E. 

Northbrook, E. 

Spencer, EK. 

Vaue, KE. (VW. Londonderry) . 

Karbvicask, E. 


Calthorpe, L. 


williane.) 
| Clonbrock, L. 
Cloncurry, L. 
| Colchester, L. 


Cottesloe, L. 
Cranworth, L. 
De Mauley, L. 
De Ramsey, L. 
Dormer, L. 

K ‘ermanagh, L. 
Glenesk, L. 
Greville, L. 


Falkland, V. 


Powerscourt, V. 


Manchester, L. Bp. 


BE. Cork and Orrery.) 
Brougham and Vaux, L. 


Clanwilliam, L. 


| Colville of Culro-s, L. 


Hare, L. (2. Listowel.) 
Harlech, L. 
Heneage, L. 
Kelvin, L. 
Kintore, L. ( 
Lindley, L. 
Macenaughten, L. 
Massy, L 

O Brien, L. 
Rathmore, L. 
Ribblesdale, L. 
Robertson, L. 
Sherborne, L. 
Sudley, L. (£. 
Templemore, L. 
Ventry, L 
Windsor, L. 


[ Teller. | 
FE. Kintore.) 


(EL. Clan- 
[Teller] 


Arran.) 


(EB. Erne.) 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Halsbury, E. (1. Chancellor.) 
Devonshire, D. (L. President.) 
Cross, V. (1. Privy Seal.) 


Hardwicke, E. 
Morley, E. 


Falmouth, V. 
Portman, V. 


Bath, M. 


Carnwath, E. 
Cowper, E. 


Denbigh, E. | Alverstone, L. 


Waldegrave, E. 


Templetown, V. 


Brampton, L. 
Braye, L. 
Dav ey, L. 
Harris, L. 
James, L 
Norton, L. 
Sinclair, L. 
Stewart of Garlies, L. 
Galloway.) 


[ Teller. | 


(BE. 
[Teller.] 


1275 Tithe Rent-Charge 


Bill read 3, with the Amendment, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


COUNTY AND BOROUGH FRANCHISE 
ASSIMILATION (LONDON) BILL. 
Read 3° (according to Order), and 
passed, 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Tuesday 
next. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (LRELAND) BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 


Order). 
Lorp CLONCURRY said the Amend- 


ment standing in his name did not touch 
any question of ecclesiastical tithes or 
commuted tithes; it dealt only with a 
limited number of lay tithes. He had no 
personal interest in the matter, but was 


confident that there would be cases of 
gross, injustice under the Bill if the 
Amendment standing his name were 


not inserted. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 3, page 3, line 5, after Sub-section 
(3) to insert Sub-section (4) :—‘(4) Where a 
tithe rent-charge has been varied by any order 
of a court of quarter sessions made after the 
passing of the Lrish Church Act, 1869, the 
amount at which it stood before the making 
of the order shall, for the purposes of this 
clause, be taken and deemed to be the amount 
at which it stood on the twenty-second day of 
August, one thousand eight hundred and 
eighty-four.’ *__( Lord Cloneui Ty.) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBourRNE): As I under- 
stand, se Amendment has nothing what- 
ever to say to the great numbers that are 
Mapaciniad by ecclesiastical tithe-payers, 
but is confined to a very small number of 
lay tithe-payers. My noble friend takes 
exception to the principle of the Bill, 
which is that there shall be a revision, 
not, as in the old times, once possibly 
every seven years, but once every fifteen 
years. 
that because there may have been some 
lay tithe-payers who got a revision in 
1872, therefore it would be unfair to 
subject the owners to another revision 
even after a lapse of sixteen years. But 
where is this picking and choosing of 
dates to stop | 
friend has made out his case. 

Amendment, by leave of the House, | 
withdrawn. 





{LORDS} 


My noble friend seems to think | 


I do not think my noble | day 





*THE EArt oF ARRAN moved the 
omission of Clause 8, which ran as 
follows :— 


**(1) Section 1 of this Act shall not apply 
to any annual sum charged upon land where 
the estate or interest therein of the person 
liable to pay such annual sum has, after the 
creation of such charge and before the 
thirteenth day of April one thousand eight 
hundred and ninety-six, been conveyed to a 
purchaser on a sale. 

**(2) Sections 3 and 4 of this Act shall 
not apply to any tithe rent-charge payable 
to the Land Commission out of hereditaments 
where the estate or interest therein of the 
person liable to pay such tithe rent-charge has, 
after the tenth day of August one thousand 
eight hundred and seventy-two and before the 
twelfth day of May one thousand eight hundred 
and ninety-nine, been conveyed to a purchaser 
on a sale. 

“(3) Where the estate or interest conveyed 
was less than the first estate of inheritance 
this section shall not apply after the determi- 
nation of such less estate or interest. 

“(4) For the purpose of showing that this 
section does not apply a statutory declaration 
or such other evidence as the Land Commission 
mi ay require shall be prime facie evidence. 

(5) The expression ‘sale’ in this section 
lade not include a mortgage or a marriage or 
other family settlement or arrangement.” 
The noble Lord argued that this exelu- 
sion spoiled a tardy act of justice, and that 
the Government could not be enthusiastic 
in its favour as it did not form part. of 
their original proposal. The clause was 
designed to exclude from the benefits 
of the Bill, so far as ecclesiastical 
tithe rent-charge, both commuted and 
non-commuted, was 


concerned, certain 
persons who purchased estates 


charged 
therewith subsequent to 1869 and 1872, 
on the ground that these purchasers 
had notice when they purchased that 


commuted tithe rent-charge had been 
made payable by statute for fifty-two 


years, or that the non-commuted rent- 
charge had been deprived of its variable 
character by the Acc of 1872. Admitting 
that much, it must also be admitted on 
the other side that most of these pur- 
chasers bought at the highest prices of 
the century ; that they purchased titles 
which Parliament had guaranteed to be 
indefeasible with the object of tempting 
purchasers to come forward; that they 
purchased infer ulia the mght to fix the 
rents to be paid from time to time by 
their tenants, and that they not only had 
no notice that Parliament might some 
pass the land legislation of 1881, 
| but that so recently as in the debates on 
the Land Bill of 1870 and on Mr. Butt’s 


| Land Bill of 1876, Mr. Gladstone and all 
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parties in the House of Commons except 
the Irish Home Rulers declared that such 
doctrines as fair rents, free sale, and 
fixity of tenure could not be listened to, 
and would amount to confiscation which 
would have to be paid for. Moreover, 
many tenant purchasers under the Pur- 
chase Acts bought subject to the pay- 
ment of the ecclesiastical tithe rent-charge, 
and in such cases it would be unpopular 
as well as unjust to exclude them from 
the benefits of the Bill. Under these 
circumstances he hoped the Government 
would see the justice of withdrawing the 
clause and restoring the Bill to its original 
form. 


1277 





Amendment moved— 
“To leave out Clause 8.°—(Zhe Karl of 
Arran.) 


{26 JuLY 1900} 


| siastical 
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justice, and the noble Earl who has just 
sat down improved upon that by describ- 
ing it as a niggardly little clause that 
might easily be left out. The Karl of 
Arran said this was a clause with regard 
to which the Government were not called 
upon to be specially enthusiastic. The 
Government are never enthusiastic. 
Their mission is to be just.and fair, and to 
endeavour to present their views in clear 
and intelligible language. Two parti- 
cular grievances are sought to be remedied, 
and are referred to in the section. The 
first is to reduce the period of payment 
from fifty-two to forty-five years, and the 
second is the question of a remedy for the 
hardships and inconveniences resulting 
from the abolition of the principie 
of revision in respect of  eccle- 
tithe. The clause is the 


‘outcome of discussion in the House of 


Tue Eart or MAYO supported the 
proposal to omit Clause 8, failing to see 
the object of it. The second sub-section 
contained the sting. It simply meant 
that people who purchased an estate be- 
tween 1872 and 1899 were to be excluded 
from the benefits of the Bill. They all 
knew that that was introduced at the 
instigation of a Nationalist Member, but 
he thought Nationalist Members in the 
House of Commons quite forgot that a 
very great number of tenants who had 
purchased would be hit by it. It seemed 
hard that landlords, and tenants who pur- 
chased between those dates, should not 
benefit in any way from this Bill. The 
clause was a niggardly clause, intended, 
it had been said, to strike at a certain 
gentleman who has purchased a large plot 
in Ireland, and the Bill would not be 
affected in any way if it were cut out. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: The position in 
reference to this clause is one which I 
think I can state in a very few sentences 
to your Lordships. My noble friend who 
introduced the Amendment asked your 
Lordships not to spoil a tardy act of 


CONT 


Denbigh, E. 
Feversham, E. 
Hardwicke, E. 
Kimberley, E. 
Mayo, E. 
Northbrook, E. 
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Halsbury, E. (ZL. Chancellor.) 
Devonsiure, D. (L. President.) 
Cross, V. (LZ. Privy Seal.) 


Bath, M. 
Lansdowne, M. 


Carnwath, E. 
Chestertield, E. 
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Commons. 
the two 


where it was urged that 

classes of  tithe-payers 
referred to in the clause did not 
suffer under the grievance the Bill 
was intended to redress, inasmuch as the 
circumstances were fully known and taken 
into account when the purchases were 
made. It was pointed out that people 
who had bought with their eyes open to 
the fact that there could be no variation 
of the tithe could not be in the same posi- 
tion as the old owners of property. The 
Government admitted the force of the 
argument that these payers had not the 
same claim for variation and revision, and 
I hope the House will not yield to the 
appeal of the noble Earl, but will accept 
the clause. 


THe Eart or HALSBURY: Does 


the noble Lord press his Amendment ? 
THE Eart oF ARRAN: Yes. 


On Question whether the clause shall 
stand part of the Bill, their Lordships 
divided :—Contents, 45 ; Not-Contents, 
28. 


ENTS. 
Falkland, V. 


Portman, V. 


Manchester, L. Bp. 


[Teller] 


Addington, L. 
Alverstone, L. 
Ashbourne, L. 
Balfour, L. 

Brampton, L. 
Brougham and Vaux, L. 
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Norton, L. 
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(E. Kintore.) | 
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Rowton, L. 
Sinelair, L. 
Sudley,  L. 

[ Teller. ] 
Windsor, L. 
Wolverton, L. 


(E. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Argyll, D. Churchill, L. 
Northumberland, D. 
liam.) 
Clonbrock, L. 
Cloneurry, L. 
Dormer, L. 


Dartrey, E. 

Egerton, E. 

Luean, E. 

Waldegrave, E. [ Ted/ev.] 


Frankfort de Montmorency,V. Greville, L. 


Templetown, V. 
Boyle, L. (£. Cork & Orrery.) 


Harlech, L. 
Heneage, L. 


*Lorp CLONBROCK moved the omis- 
sion of Clause 9, which was as follows :— 


“Sub-section 1 of Section 37 of the Land Law | 


(Ireland) Act, 1895 (which dispenses with the 
consent of the Treasury t» the redemption of 


tithe rent-charge as therein mentioned), shall | 
not have effect in the case of any tithe rent- | 


charge to which Section 3 of this Act applies.” 


He had stated on the second reading that | 


he did not propose to move any Amend- 
ment, but that referred to the Bill as it 
then was. He did not know that his 
noble and learned friend would move 
the introduction of this new clause. 
The effect of his Amendment would. he 
said, be to restore the Bill as it left the 
House of Commons, and to fix once more 


the former price at which tithe rent-charge | 


could be redeemed. By the Act of 1869 


the price was fixed at 22} years purchase. | 


This was decidedly exorbitant, for it was 
well known that before the Church Act 
the value of tithe rent-charge was only 
about seventeen years purchase at the 
outside. The Church Fund benefited by 
this increase to the extent of something 
like half-a-million sterling, and the tithe 
rent-charge payers who redeemed had to 
do so at this high rate. In 1896 it seemed to 


have dawned on the Government that the | 


amount fixed was excessive, and a change 
was made to twenty years, not out of 
tenderness to the landlords, but simply 
because they found that the high price 
at which a landlord had to redeem his 
tithe rent-charge disinclined him to sell 
to the tenant, and that the system of 
purchase in which the Government were 


Clanwilliam, L. 


Fermanagh, L. 


Hare, L. (2. Listowel.) 


[Teller.] 
(EB. Clanwil- | 


Macnaghten, 1. 

Massy, L. 

OU’ Brien, L. 

O'Neill, L. 

Rathmore, L. 

Sherborne, L. 

Stewart of Garlies, L. 
Galloway.) 

Templemore, L. 

Ventry, L. 


(E. Erne.) (E. 


{introducing the Land Bill of 1896 Mr. 
| Gerald Balfour said*— 


‘How are you 20 quicken the pace [of the 
| Land Purehase Acts}? Fir-t of all we mus} 
| try in every way we can to oil the machinery. 
We must study the various impediments in 


the existing system which make tenants 
|slow to buy and the landlords slow to 
/sell. We must, if possible, remove those 


impediments, and try to make purchase more 
attractive to the tenants, and sale more attrac- 
tive to the landlords. We have in this Bill 
made various proposals with a view to effect- 
ing this object.” 


| Mr. Gerald Balfour then proceeded to 
| describe these proposals, and, on coming 


to the subject of tithe rent-charge, said— 


* Another concession which we propose to 


| make to landlords selling to their tenants has 


so much interested was thereby impeded. | 
This was clearly stated on the introduction | 
of the Land bill of 1896 by the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant. 





In Series], Vol. xxxix., page 809. 


reference to the redemption of tithe rent- 
charge in case of sale. Under the Act of 
1887 the Land Commission were empowered 
| to allow the landlords to redeem the tithe rent- 
|charge in case of sale at than the 
statutory period of 224 years provided the 
Treasury gave their consent. The Land Com- 
| mission have, as a matter of fact, repeatedly 
applied to the Treasury to give their consent, 
and the Treasury have always refused it. 
Under this Bill the Land Commission are to 
be empowered to allow the landlords to 
redeem the tithe rent-charge at anything over 
twenty years purchase without asking the con- 
sent of the Treasury.” 


less 


It was this provision in the Land Act of 
1896 which would be repealed by this 
clause. He commended these arguments 
to the consideration of Her Majesty’s 
Government. A landlord could only sell 
to his tenants at a considerable loss of 
income ; in fact, he usually only did so 
‘from a feeling of despair at the unjust 
| manner in which he had been treated, and 
in the hope that he thus might save some- 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
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1281 Tithe Rent Charge 
thing out of the fire. The change would 
therefore add to his previous disinclination 
toseli. Instead of trying in every way 
to “oil the machinery,” the Government 
were, by restoring the twenty-two and a 
half years, doing the very thing which 
would impede the better and freer opera- 
tion of the purchase system. They were 
taking away with one hand part of what 
was given with the other. Ths fund had 
gained half a million of money by this 
extravagant charge for a great number 
of years, and any loss which would be 
sustained must be by driblets. Moreover, 
it could not be absolutely certain that there 
would be a loss, for in the Treasury 
Minute of 14th July of last year it was 
stated that— 

“Neither the future annual extent of the 

operations under those Acts (the Purchase 
Acts) nor the proportion in which such opera- 
tions will apply tu lands subject to tithe can 
be predicted with any contidence.” 
It further stated that the Treasury contem- 
plated that there might be a loss, only at 
some future period. If this fund had been 
charged by successive Governments with 
more than it could bear, it was hard that 
the tithe-payer should in consequence 
suffer by having a larger sum extracted 
from him. If the Treasury thought this 
clause so important, why was it not 
introduced betore instead of being slipped 
inat the last moment? He hoped the 
Government would consent to his Amend- 
ment and restore the Bill to what it was 
when it left the House of Commons. 


Amendment moved— 


“ To leave ouv Clause 9.” —( Lord Clonbrock. ) 


*THre Eart or ERNE thought they 
had some reason to complain of the course 
which had been taken in regard to this 
clause. The clause was forced upon the 
Irish Government by the Treasury and 
would not have been introduced other- 
wise. ‘There were plenty of opportunities 
inthe House of Commons for the clause 
to have been inserted, but this was not 
done. Many noble Lords had left London 
on the understanding that no alteration 
would be made in the structure of the 
Bill and that only drafting Amendments 
would be agreed to. Ashis noble friend had 
old the House, this clause practically con- 
iscated two and a half years purchase of 
‘ithe rent-charge when they came to sell, 
and in that way took away one of the 
important concessions which were made 





{26 JuLy 1900} 
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to Irish landlords in 1896. Noble Lords 
from Ireland were placed in rather a 
ditficult position in regard to this matter. 
He fully conceded that the Government 
had met them fairly, having pressed this 
Bill, which would give some relief, through 
the House of Commons at the expense of 
other Bills on the whole. He would sug- 
gest that his noble friend should be con- 
tent with his protest and not press the 
Amendment. 


THe EArt or MAYO said this was an 
instance of rather sharp practice on the 
part of the Treasury. Why, he asked, 
should the Treasury suddenly slip in, in 
the passage of the Bill from one House to 
the other, a little piece of legislation 
which really cut off some of the benefits 
of the Bill? The tithe rent-charge was 
expected to be reduced 20 per cent. ander 
the Bill, and £100 paid now would there- 
fore become £80. Twenty years pur- 
chase of £80 would be £1,600, but 
twenty-two and a half years purchase 
would be £1,800; therefore the pur- 
chase money was increased by £200. 
It had not been possible to debate 
the matter in Committee because the 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland suggested that 
owing to the lateness of the hour the 


Amendments should be — postponed 
till the present stage. This increase 
of two and a half years would not 


affect the Church Fund for a great num- 
ber of years, and Mr. Balfour said in the 
House of Commons that it would not be 
in the least necessary to go into the 
question of the solvency of the Church 
Fund thirty years hence. What could 
be the object, therefore, of the Treasury 
adding on this two and a half years?) What 
he objected to was that the clanse had been 
put in after the Bill left the House of 
Commons. The Government had, so to 
speak, through the Treasury, gone back 
upon the arrangement that there should 
be no Amendments in the House of Lords, 
What an outery there would have been 
if anything of the same kind had been 
done in a matter affecting the tenaiits. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: I am very sorry 
that any noble Lord in this House should 
for « moment think that there has been 
anything in the slightest degree unfair or 
savouring of sharpness or unworthy 
practice in connection with this Bill. 
There has really been no change of view 
on this matter. The Chief Secretary 














1233 Lunacy Board 
expressed his views clearly in the other 
House in reply to an Amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Dillon suggesting that there 
should be no redemption of ecclesiastical 
tithe save at twenty-five years purchase. 
The right hon. Gentleman then said he 
thought it would be reasonable that 


the price should not be less than 
twenty-two and a_ half years — pur- 
chase. When I was’ moving the 


Second Reading of the Bill I referred to 
the way in which that matter would be 
dealt with. What is the history of this 
question q 
Mr. Gladstone’s measure to the 
price of redemption was — twenty- 
two and a half years purchase, and 


as 


that has been the governing figure. 
When in 1887 a modification was 


suggested, it was subject to the assent 
of the Treasury, which was the arbiter. 
At that period the position of tithe rent- 
charge payers appealed to the sympathy 
of the Government. It was felt that the 
abolition of the power of revision by the 
Act of 1872 worked harshly. Prices had 
fallen, the English tithe rent-payer had 
been relieved to some extent, and there- 
fore in 1896 it was deemed that the 
position of the Irish tithe rent-payer 
needed some further measure of con- 
sideration, and for the first time the 
Land Commission was given power 
at its discretion to say that redemption 
might take place at twenty years pur- 
chase. Under this Bill the power of re- 
Vision is restored ina large and substan- 
tial way. The Treasury considered that 
the large reduction of the tithe-payers’ 
payments under this Bill was a great 
and substantial benefit, and under those 
circlimstances it was right to restore to 
the Treasury the power of saying whether 
twenty-two and a half years purchase was 
not the right figure. Whether you con- 
cur or not with the views of the Govern- 
ment or the Treasury, you will see that 
their action has been uniform and con- 
sistent all through, and that ample notice 
was given in the House of Commons. 


On Question, That Clause 9 stand part 
of the Bill, agreed to. 


Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 

_ Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill te be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


Lord Ashbourne. 





In the Church Act of 1869, | 


{LORDS} 


| 
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CRUELTY TO WILD ANIMALS IN 
CAPTIVITY BILL. 

3ill read 3¢ (according to Order), 


Amendments agreed to. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: The 
promoters of this Bill gave a pledge in the 
memorandum to the Bill that it should 
not affect any legitimate sport, such as 
hunting or coursing, and [ was under the 
impression when [ read the Bill that it 
carried out their intention. — I consulted 
two of my learned colleagues in this 
House and they agreed with me : but the 
question was raised in the Standing Com- 
mittee, and my attention was called to the 
fact that the Law Officers of the Crown 
were of opinion that it might be con- 
tended that stag hunting or rabbit coursing 
was included. The object of my Amend- 
ment to remove any doubt on the 
subject. 


is 


Amendment moved 

“In Clause 4, line 26, after ‘1876’ to insert 
‘nor to the hunting or coursing of any animal 
which has not been liberated in a mutilated or 
injured state in order to facilitate its capture 
or destruction.’ —( Lord Jumes of Hereford.) 


Tue Earn or CORK: [ am glad that 
my noble and learned friend has moved 
to insert these words, because there are 
very grave doubts whether the Bill in its 
present form would not put an end to 
rabbit coursing, a sport of which [ am not 
enamoured, but one which affords much 
pleasure to many individuals. [I am_ cer- 
tain those who pursue this sport will 
thank the noble and learned Lord for his 
Amendment, and will do everything they 
possibly can to prevent in future any 
cruelty being done to these animals. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

“ To insert as a new clause, ‘ This Act shall 
not extend to Scotland.’ ”’—(Lord James of 
Hereford.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Bill passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons. 


(SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


LUNACY BOARD 
(SALARIES, ETC.) 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 


ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 
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1285 Militia 
PROHIBITION OF EXPORTATION OF 

ARMS BILL [H.L.]. 
Bill 






Amendment made ; read 34 


faccording to Order), and passed, and | 


sent to the Commons. 


OIL IN TOBACCO BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


| Cross): My Lords, I have to ask your 
] Lordships to give a Second Reading to 
this Bill, which, though a small one, is 
one of considerable importance. Your 
Lordships will remember that under the 


are not allowed to use more than a certain 
amount of water. If the law not 
complied with in this respect heavy 
penalties are imposed, but manufacturers 
of tobacco have evaded the law by using 
oil in addition to water. This is now 
done to an extent which makes it 
injurious to the consumer. It also 
seriously affects the revenue, and works 
hardly on the honest trader. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has intro- 
duced this Bill to stop this practice, which 
works mischief all the way round. The 
object of the Billis to limit the amount 
of oil used in tobacco, the quantity of oil 
permitted by the measure as it stands 
being 8 per cent., but the Government 
are willing to extend it to 4 per cent. 
when the bill gets into Committee. 


is 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —( Viscount Cross.) 


On Question agreed to; Bill read 2¢ 


accordingly and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House To-morrow. 


MILITIA REORGANISATION, 


ask the Secretary of State for War 


and for active service will engage their 





(26 JuLy 1900} 


THE LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount | 


Finance Acts manufacturers of tobacco | 


Lorp BRAYE: My Lords, I beg to | 


Whether, in the general scheme for the | 
reorganisation of the Army which, it is | 
understood, is under consideration, the | 
Government are prepared to pay special | 
attention to the question of the Militia in | 
general, and to the position of the Militia | 
in time of war; whether the matter of | 
Militia battalions volunteering for foreign | 


attention, with a view to place the present | 
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uncertain, undefined, and unsatisfactory 


| system on a proper basis ; whether, in 


cases where a large portion of the batta- 
lion do volunteer and the minority do 
not, distinct regulations will be enacted 


/to govern the acceptance or the 
/rejection | the authorities of the 
offer; whether the present irregular 


system will be abolished—that is to say, 
the system (if it can be so called) whereby 


'the volunteering is made to depend on 


the success of the persuasive powers of 
commanding officers, company officers, 
and non-commissioned _ officers, and 
whereby those (many or few) of the men 
who adhere to their engagement to serve 
only in the United Kingdom, except their 
consent is obtained to serve abroad, are 
placed at a disadvantage in the eyes of 
their fellow-soldiers ; whether clear rules. 
can be officially laid down as to the 
liability, in future, of the whole Militia 
to serve without volunteering; or whether, 
if that is not practicable, certain battalions 
can be raised and privileged to so serve ; 
or, again, if that is impracticabie, whether 
individual volunteers from Militia batta- 
lions will be accepted and transferred to 
the Regular Army, and_ incorporated 
therein ; or, if that cannot be, whether 
any regulation will be framed which, 
in the opinion of the Government, 
can meet the desired end. I also 
wish to ask how many battalions of 
Militia have volunteered during — the 
present war; how many of these have 
had their offers accepted, and how many 
rejected ; whether any rule governs such 
acceptance and rejection; whether any 
battalions are ever asked by the authori- 
ties if they will serve or not, or whether 
the initiative has come, and is expected 
to come, from the battalions them- 
selves ; how many of the battalions who 
may have volunteered have done so 
unanimously ; how many (if any) partially 
and conditionally ; and how many (if any) 
have refused to volunteer ; whether it is 
in contemplation to raise the Militia to a 
position approximating to the Regular 
Army, with adequate years of training, 
and with adequate pensions and foreign 
service, or to limit its service wholly to 
the United Kingdom, or to make any 
fundamental change in the organisation 
ot the Militia. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
The noble and gallant Lord has adopted 
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a procedure which is not without its | 
advantage with the temperature at the 
pres sent point. 





{COMMONS} 


He has asked his questions | definite assurance of the kind 
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ing. Still less is it possible for me to 
give the noble and gallant Lord any 


which 


in the briefest possible terms, and placed | he seems to expect when he asks _ his 


his arguments at 
Notice Paper. 


some length on the 
His questions relate to 


two matters. He desires, in the first | 
place, to be made aware of our intentions 
with regard to various questions — of 


importance affecting the Militia force, 
and he also asks for information as to 
certain matters of fact connected with 
the circumstances under which certain 
Militia battalions have lately been 
allowed to volunteer for 


service abroad. | 


It may, perhaps, have escaped the atten- | 


tion of the noble Lord that, on the ocea- 
sion of a recent debate on the subject 
of the Militia Ballot, I stated at length 
that there were certain changes which 
the Government intended to make at once 


| 


last question as to the fundamental 
changes in the organisation of the 
Militia) which we may _ hereafter 
find it desirable to introduce. I hope, 


therefore, that the noble Lord will not 


press me further on this poiut, but will | 


be content with the assurance which | | 
gave tne House the other evening, and 
which, I think, satisfied those of your 
Lordships who were good enough to listen 
to me on that occasion. Then the noble 
Lord asks me some specific questions with 
regard to the circumstances under which 


certain Militia battalions lately volun 
teered for service outside the United 
Kingdom. The facts are these. Thirty 
battalions have gone to South Africa, 


in the Militia, but that with regard to the | 
reorganisation of the force and the altera- | 
tion of its conditions of service we pro- | 
posed to take no final step until we had | 


been able to consider other questions of 
Army reorganisation, which, as I tried to 
show your Lordships, are very intimately 


I told the 
Was much 


organisation of the Militia. 
House that I, for my part, 
attracted by 
whole of the Militia force liable in time of 
war for service beyond the United 
Kingdom. I recognised that that, of 
course, involved the reconsideration of the 
question of the Militia bounty and the 
general conditions under which the force 
was recruited, and that it would also mean 
the disappearance of the present system 
under which Militia battalions are allowed 
to volunteer for service abroad. If 

change was madeatfectingthe whole Militia 
force 


four to the Mediterranean, and one to 
the island of St. Helena. Of these thirty- 
five battalions, thirteen volunteered with- 
out any intimation from the War Office 
that it was intended to offer them the 
opportunity of serving abroad. — The 


| other twenty-two battalions volunteered 
connected with the question of the re- | 


the idea of rendering the | 


any | 


there would no longer be 
occasion to resort to volunteering. — It | 
would disappear with all the incon- 


veniences which are called attention to in 
the questions of the noble Lord. That 
being the ¢ i confess I do not think 


case, 


there is very much advantage in dis- 
cussing hypothetically the regulations 


which might or might not be enacted for 
the purpose of governing the acceptance 
or the rejection by the authorities of 
the offer of Militia battalions to serve 
abroad ; nor, of course, is it possible for 


| battalions 


me to give the noble Lord any informa- | 
tion as to the rules which might hereafter | 


be laid down as to the liability of the 


force to serve with or without volunteer- | 


Marquess of Lansdowne, 


/ acceptable 


intimation made 
services would be 
they be (lisposed 
to offer them. But besides the 
thirteen dattalions which volunteered 
spontaneously, forty other battalions also 
volunteered without any invitation ‘from 
the military authorities. The noble Lord 
whether there is any rule which 
governs the acceptance or rejection of 
these offers from Militia battalions. There 
is no fixed rule. The decision rests with 
the Commander-in-Chief, who is, I believe, 
influenced by the strength of the battalion, 
the age of the men of whom it is com- 
posed, and by its general reputation for 
efficiency. ‘Another question the noble 
Lord asked me was, “ How many of the 
battalions who have volunteered — have 
done so unanimously ?” I[ find that in 
every battalion there were a certain num- 
ber of individual Militiamen who declined 
to serve abroad. There were _ five 
battalions which were offered the chance 
of serving and which refused alto- 
gether, or, in other words, in those 
the number of men_ who 
themselves was not sutlicient 
to justify the acceptance of their 
services. I think those are the whole 
of the questions as to matters of fact 
which the noble Lord has asked me. 


in 
to 


response to an 
them that their 
should 


asks 


sO 


offered 
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me to 
any 
vhich 
s his 
ental 
~ the 
after 
hope, 
| not 


t will | . 
: Would erable us to get rid altogether 
‘both of the Militia Reserve, which is so 
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|may, perhaps, be allowed to say that I 
m very far from disagreeing with the 
oble Lord in the view which I collect 
tom his questions—namely, that tHere is 
certain inconvenience in the system 

uder which at present offers are accepted 

rom Militia battalions. I have indicated 
o your Lordships that personally I 
hould be very glad to see a change made 
n the constitution of the force which 


junpopular with Militia officers, and also 
}f the present system of volunteering. I 
lo not think, so far as [ am able to learn, 
hat any undue pressure has been put 
pon the men, but I certainly think there 
san objection to a system which lends 
tself to the suspicion that pressure of 
hat kind may be applied. 







Lord BRAYE: I beg to thank 
ne noble Marquess for having put the 
yatter so clearly before the House, and 
) express my pleasure that the Govern- 
vent have seriously in view the whole 
uestion of the Militia force. 


OUTH AFRICAN WAR —THE COLO- 
NIAL TROOPS AND WAR MEDALS. 
Ear CARKINGTON: My Lords, I 
bg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether there is any truth in a rumour 
nich has been widely circulated that a 
sparate war medal or war decoration will 
b issued to Her Majesty’s Colonial 
mops, or whether the Colonial troops 
rll receive the war medal issued to 
hitish troops, and a fair proportion of 
i honours, distinctions, and rewards 
nich will be granted to Her Majesty’s 
ops raised in Great Britain and Ire- 
lad. 















THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
\y Lords, there is no truth in the ramour 
fat a separate war medal or decoration 
‘likely te be bestowed upon Her 
hjesty’s Colonial troops. The Colonial 
ees will receive the South African 
bdal, which will be bestowed upon the 
mole of the troops, British and Colonial, 
Hd it will be a medal of the shape and 
’m usual in such cases. With regard to 
other part of the question, I think 
® noble Lord may rest assured that a 
it proportion of all honours, distinctions, 
ul awards which may be granted to Her 





lijesty’s forces will fall to the share of | 
te Colonial troops, who have behaved | 
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with so much credit to themselves during 
the present campaign. I cannot under- 
take to discuss what the proportion will 
be, but my noble friend need have no: 
uneasiness on that subject. 


Lorp STRATHCONA anp MOUNT 
ROYAL: I am sure the answer of the 
noble Marquess will give great satisfaction 
not only in the Colonies but throughout 
the mother country. I would suggest that 
the more promptly the medals can 
be given after the conclusion of the war: 
the better they will be appreciated. 
Medals have been given within the last 
three or four months for services rendered. 
thirty and thirty-four years ago. It would’ 
naturally have been more satisfactory to: 
all those who were entitled to receive 
these medals, many of whom have died in: 
the meantime, if they had been given 
within a reasonable time. I have no doubt 
that it will be otherwise in the present 
case. 

House adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Seven of the clock, till 
To-morrow, a quarter past Four: 
of the clock, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 26th July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 
Order for consideration, as amended’ 
read. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said’ 
of course he offered no opposition what- 
ever to the Bill, but he wanted to know 
what was the position tawxen by the 
Government in regard to the recommen- 
dations made by the Joint Committee. 
The Amendments on the Paper in his 
name were all agreed Amendments. 
They were very numerous, but they 
were agreed to between the Dublin Cor- 
poration and the Dublin County Council 
and the other local authorities, and they 
were entirely non-contentious. One of 
the Amendments was not to be moved, 
because it was objected to by the county 
council. He had now to express the 
hope that the chairman of the Joint 
Committee, Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth,. 
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would be good enough to say a few words 
as to the position taken up by himself 
and the other members of the Joint Com- 
mittee as to what should be done next 
session. There was a strong desire that 
an equalisation of rates should be made 
extending over the entire townships. He 
congratulated the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on having proposed the recom- 
mendations with the unanimous assent 
both of the Members of the House of 
Commons and of the House of Lords 
forming the Committee. He thought he 
had done them very considerable service, 


but at the same time he did not say that 


Dublin did not wish for considerably 
more than they had got. Still they 
would take what they could get. He was 
sure that Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth would 
back up his recommendations, and he 
trusted that the Government would be 
induced next session to bring in a Bill as 
suggested. This was not the first time 
that local government matters had been 
dealt with in public Bills. 


Sm U. KAYSHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe) : Perhaps after the 
appeal made to me by my hon. and learned 
friend I shall be expected by the House 
to say a word or two, having had the 
honour to be chairman of the Joint 
Committee which for twenty-five days 
sat to consider this very contentious 
matter. We were practically unanimous, 
although we were unable to come to a 
unanimous view on some important points. 
Having failed to arrive at a unanimous 
view on those points, we did our best to 
arrange a compromise which, as we think, 
will carry out the main objects of the 
Bill, which are acceptable to us all. [am 
happy to say that in that we were suc- 
cessful. My hon. and learned friend has 
alluded to two points on which he is 
anxious to know what line the Govern- 
ment are likely to take. For that, of 
course, I cannot speak with any authority, 
but I should like to impress upon the 
Government publicly what I have done 
privately—namely, the justice and im- 
portance, and I might even say the neces- 
sity, of spreading the burden which now 
falls so heavily upon Central Dublin, upon 
the poorest of the poor, over the whole of 
Dublin, so that the richest townships, the 
residential parts of the town, should con 
tribute their proportion towards 
burden of taxation. I attach great im- 
portance to that. I do not think the 


Mr. 7. M. Healy. 


{ COM MONS \ Business. 


the | 
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strong sense of injustice now existing 
among the inhabitants of the city of 
Dublin can possibly be overcome unless 
the Government apply the same principle 
to Dublin as has been applied with so 
much success to London in the shape of 
the equalisation of rates. If Belgravia 
did not contribute as much as it does to 
the rates which fall so heavily upon 
the East End of London _ there 
would be a great scandal. Now that 
has been remedied in London, and | 
hope Her Majesty’s Government may feel 
the absolute necessity of applying the 
same principle as has been applied with 
so much success in London to lighten the 
burden falling upon the poorer parts of 
Dublin. There is another point on 
which the Committee made a unanimous 
recommendation, which I hope the 
Government will consider. We were 
convinced that it would be absolutely 
absurd if the two drainage systems were 
to continue to exist side by side over the 
drainage area in Dublin, one dealing with 
untreated sewage falling into the bay 
within the city walls, while the system 
now being carried out by the Corporation 
of Dublin treats its sewage in a scientific 
way, which results in a comparatively 
pure effluent being poured ont at the 
very point where Rathmines and Pem- 
broke are discharging the impure 
effluent. There would be a_— great 
advantage in having a joint drainage 
board to manage the whole business of 
drainage, and the advantage would not 
be confined to having the drainage treated 
alike over both parts. There would be 
an immense advantage in having the 
necessary burden spread over the rich 
districts as well as the poor. It would be 
a further advantage, in the opinion of the 
Committee, if the three governing bodies 
—Pembroke, Rathmines, and Dublin— 
were to work onthe same board, as they 
might learn to respect each other in 
managing that great business together. 
I have ventured to press upon the Chiet 
Secretary and the Attorney General for 
Ireland the views of the Committee on 
this subject. I understand the position 
they take up is this—they assure those 
who are interested in the subject, as all 
members of the Committee necesswily 
are after their laborious inquiry, that 
they will give the most careful considera- 
tion to the Committee’s suggestions, and 
|that they will forward their answer to 
the corporation before the month o! 


| 


' 
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November, in order that the corporation 
Nover . p 


may be free to take such steps as it | 


feels it its duty to do, supposing the 
Government do, not deal with the ques- 
tion. 
this special inquiry by a Joint Committee 
of both Houses, and cf the unanimous 
recommendations to which they have been 
able to agree, Her Majesty’s Government 
will take up those points. 
mittee’s recommendations are carried out, 
we shall consider that very good fruit has 
resulted from our labours. 


Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be 
now considered.” 


Bill considered. 
A Clause added. 
Amendments made. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read 
the third time.” —(Mr. Cauldwell.) 


Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) said that 
asa member of the Joint Committee he 
would be sorry if the House passed .the 
Third Reading without an expression of 
opinion from some members of the Com- 
mittee who sat on the Ministerial side of 
the House in support of the appeal made 
by the right hon. Baronet. He certainly 
was as much in earnest as the right hon. 
Baronet in hoping that the Government 
would give effect as soon as possible to 
the unanimous Report of the Joint Com- 
mittee. He attached very great import- 
ance to the practical suggestions it con- 
tained. He was perfectly certain that 
the constitution of a joint drainage board 
would be fruitful of good results. 
rather interesting to remember that the 
Central Government of London really 
owed its existence to the institution of a 
drainage board for this great metropolis. 
While he personally felt unable to bring 
Rathmines and Pembroke, against their 
obvious desire, into the corporation, he 
did earnestly hope that the Government 
would give effect to the recommendations 
of the Committee. 


Sir ROBERT MOWBRAY (Lambeth, 
Brixton) said he should like to associate 


himself, also as a supporter of the Govern- | 


{26 JuLy 1900} 


I earnestly hope that, in view of , 


It was | 


| before the 


1294 
He held 


the strongest possible opinion that this 
question should be settled on the lines 
they had recommended, and he earnestly 
hoped, therefore, that the Government 
would give serious attention to the re- 
commendations of the Committee, and 
would carry them into law within a very 
short period of time. 


Business. 


| friend the \Mlember for Chelsea. 


If the Com- | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY thought it was 
very greatly to be regretted that 
Government were, apparently, not ready 
to respond to the strong and unanimous 
appeal of the members of the Com- 
mittee. It was unique, in the case of 
private Bills, that the members of the 
Conservative party as well as those 
belonging to the Liberal party on the 
Committee should join together in an 
appeal to the Government to make a 
statement as to their intentions on that 
particular subject. He would like to ask 
the Chief Secretary whether the Govern- 
ment would bring in a public Bill to carry 
out the recommendations, because, unless 
they did so, or announced their intention 
of doing the Dublin Corporation 
would be compelled in its own defence to 
undertake the expense of again intro- 
ducing a private Bill to annex these two 
townships. If the Government would 
give the pledge asked for it would be a 
saving of public time and money. 


sO, 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. BaLrour, Leeds, 
Central): [am afraid I am not in a posi- 
tion to go beyond what has been already 
said by the First Lord of the Treasury— 
namely, that the matter will receive the 
careful consideration that a reeommenda- 
tion from so important a body as this 
Committee deserves. At the same time 
I must say, with reference to what has 
fallen from the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man, that on Friday I saw the Lord 
Mayor of Dublin, who made a similar re- 
quest, and I informed him that, although 
I could not give him an answer at the 
present time, | would give him an answer 
end of November as to 


| the course the Government intend to 


adopt—in other words, that a definite 
-answer should be given by the Govern- 
/ment before it becomes necessary that the 
corporation should go to any expense in 
the matter of bringing in a new Bill to 


ment, with the appeal made by the chair- | deal with the question next year. I hope 
manof the Joint Committee and by his hon. | the answer will be satisfactory. 


I 
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Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said that, as | be now read the third time.—(Mr, 
the only other member of the Joint Com- | Caldwell.) 
mittee in that House, he would like to | Queen’s consent signified ; Bill read 
support the appeal. Reference had been | the third time, and passed. 
made to one side of the House and the 
other side of the House, but there had) GLASGOW DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
been no side of the House on the Com- | BLLL [Lords] (BY ORDER) 
mittee. They were absolutely unanimous, Motion made, and Question proposed, 
not by any management, but by theirown | “That the Bill be re- committed to the 
impulse. They believed that the state of former Committee. ”—Debate arising, 
the housing of the poor was a social \fotion made, and Question, “That the 
danger in Dublin, and he hoped the Chief | gebate be now adjourned,” put, and 
Secretary would give the matter his most jegatived : 
careful attention. ie ; 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
; ; : (No. 3) BLLL [Lords]. 

Bill accordingly read the third time, Ordered, That, in the case of the 
and passed. Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) 

3ill [Lords], Standing Orders 211 and 
BARNSLEY CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 236 be suspended, and that the Com- 
mittee on the Bill have leave to sit and 

DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD proceed upon Monday next. — (Mr. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. Caldwell.) 

NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL ppayWAYS ORDERS CONF IRMATION 
(Lande}. (No. 4) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with Ordered, That, in the case of the Tram- 

Amendments. ways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill 


[Lords], Standing Orders 211 and 236 be 
RAMSGATE CORPORATION IMPROVE- | suspended, and that the Committee on 
MENTS BILL [Lords]. the Bill have leave to sit and proceed 
Queen’s consent signified; read the upon Monday next.—(JMr. Caidwell.) 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
siinieba, DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL AND 
CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL BILL. 
y oT ny TE PAT > , y > m ° . 
NORTH denies wBY pcre — BILL Ordered, That the Minutes of Proceed- 
meter Sate axtyaays , |ings of the Joint Committee on the 
As amended, considered ; an Amend-  J)q)jin Corporation Bill and Clontarf 
ment made. Urban District Council Bill be printed. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 [No. 301.] 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. 
Caldwell ) [ Lords}. 
nts oa - Reported from the Select Committee 
Queen’s consent signified ; Bill read the oy Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 
third time, and passed, with Amend- (Section A), with Amendments. Report 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL 


ments. to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
ae a. MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
Ege an That they have agreed to—Great 


Ordered, That, in the case of the Clon- ‘Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill, 
tarf Urban District Council Bill, Standing without ankeniionent. 3 
Orders 84, 214, and 259 be suspended, 
and that the Bill be now taken into 
consideration, provided amended _ prints 
shall have been previously deposited.— | +” é : ‘ : 

» Caldwell. E —s Western Railway (Wales) Bill; East 
(Mr. Caldwe ) | s J r 

London Water Bill ; London and North 

Bill accordingly considered, as amended. Western Railway Bill - 3lackpool, St. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223) Anne’s, and Lytham Tramways Bill, 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill: with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to—London 
County Council (Money) Bill; Ifracombe 
Improvement Bill, London and North 
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AFRICA (No. 6, 1900). 

Copy presented, of Preliminary Report 
by Her Majesty’s Special Commissioner 
on the Protectorate of Uganda [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


That they have agreed to Amendments 
to—Great Grimsby Street Tramways 
Bill [Lords], Margate Pier and Harbour 
Bill [Lords], Bury and District Water 
(Transfer) Bill [Lords], Preston Corpora- 
tion Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


| PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 

= THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
RETURNS. REPORTS. ETC. Inquiry into Charities (Administrative 
’ . /County of Durham).—Further Return 
— relative thereto [ordered 14th February ; 
Mr. Gr son]; to k inted. [No. 
MARRIAGE ACT, 1898. | a . Luwson] ; to be printed. [No 

Return [presented 25th July] to be | 

printed. [No. 299.] 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
ACT, 1894 (ACCOUNTS UNDER SEC- 
HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL) TION 1 (7) OF THE ACT). 
COMMISSION). | Return ordered, “showing, according 
Copy presented, of Report on the | to the Accounts for the twelve months 
Manuscripts of Mrs. Frankland-Russell- | preceding the 3lst day of March, 1900, 
Astley, of Chequers Court, Bucks [by | furnished to the Local Government Board 
Command]; to lhe upon the Table. under Section 1 (7) of the London 


Copy presented, of Report on the (Equalisation of Rates) Act, 1894— 


Manuscripts of Lord Montagu, of Beau-| (1) The sanitary authorities to whom 
lieu, Hants [by Command]; to lie upon payments under the Act were made by 
the Table. 'the London County Council during the 


year ; 
(2) The amount so received by each 
sanitary authority during the year ; 
(5) The amount of the expenses in- 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION. curred during the year by each such 
sanitary authority (~) under the Public 
Health (London) Act, 1891 (ineluding 
expenses of scavenging streets); (6) in 
‘respect of lighting ; and (c) in respect of 
|streets (other than the expenses of 
| scavenging) ; and 
Pee Been) enon : A | (4) The amount expended during the 
NATIONAL EDUCA? ale mange | year by each such er authority out 
Copy presented, of Sixty-sixth Report | of the sums received by them under the 
of the Commissioners, being for the year | Act ; 
1899-1900 [by Command]; to lie upon | (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
the Table. | No. 323, of Session 1899).”—(Mr. LIV. 
Copy presented, of Section I. of the | Russell.) 
Appendix to the Sixty-sixth Report of | ——— 
the Commissioners [| by Command]; to lie | ee ne 
upon the Table. QUESTIONS. 


Copy presented, of Report on the 
Manuscripts of Beverley Corporation [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the ‘Table. 


Copy presented, of Statistics of Pro- 
ceedings under the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act, 1897, and the Employers’ 
Liability Act, 1880, during the year 1899 
{by Command]: to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Section II. of the —— 
Appendix 2 Sixty-sixth Repor ‘ . 
Appendix to the Sixty-sixth Report of | (iy\  sNTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
the Commissioners [by Command] ; to le RECENT NE\VS_-CHINA PAPERS 

» Table.  cnmlaae PRPS 

oe sos | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 

Copy presented, of Section IIT. of the |] beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
Appendix to the Sixty-sixth Report of | for Foreign Affairs if there is any news 
the Commissioners [by Command] ; to lie | from China, and when the Papers relating 
upon the Table. ‘to China will be laid on the Table. 

Copy presented, of Section IV. of the | _ 
Appendix to the Sixty-sixth Report of *THze UNDER SECRETARY or 
the Commissioners [by Command]; to lie STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
upon the Table. | (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : We 
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have no further news from China. There ; appointed by the warrant of the Prime 
are many unconfirmed rumours from | Minister; and whether he can say what 


various quarters. But we have no official 
information. As regards China Papers, I 
hope they will be in the hands of Members 
on Monday next. 


HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS IN CHINA. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will state what 
arrangements have been made, or will be 
made, for the sick and wounded among 
the British troops in China. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): With the troops proceeding from 
India, numbering about 9,600 ofticers and 
men, thirty-three sections of field hospitals 
are being sent (825 beds); and in reply toa 
query from me the Viceroy has ‘ele- 
graphed that “they are fully provided 
with medical stores, which need not be 
sent specially from England.” = In 
addition to these troops from India, 
about 1,400 British officers and men are 
proceeding from Hong Kong, South 
Africa, and England. I am asking Hong 
Kong what field hospitals were sent on 
with their contingent. Three hospital 
ships are being provided. One by the 
Government of India; one, the “ Maine,” 
by the generosity of the Atlantic Trans- 
port Company and the benevolent exer- 
tions of American ladies ; and one by. the 
munificence of his Highness the Maharaja 
Sindia of Gwalior. These will all be 
fully equipped in every respect. The 
“Maine” sailed from Southampton on 
the 11th instant. In addition to these 
vessels, General Gaselee has been 
authorised, should he deem it necessary, 
to convert three selected transports into 
hospital ships. As soon as he reaches 
Wei-hai-wei, General Gaselee will report 
fully on the suitability of that place for 
the location of his base hospitals. 


WAR — HOSPITAL 
ARRANGEMENTS 


SOUTH AFRICAN 
AND MEDICAL 
INQUIRY. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
directed to the statement of Lord Justice 
Romer at the opening of the sitting of 
the South African Hospitals Commission, 
that he or his colleagues had been 


authority the Prime Minister has for the 
issue of such awarrant ; and will he have 
|any objection to lay a copy of this docu- 
| ment upon the Table. 


|} THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): The Commission to which the hon. 
Gentleman refers is now a Royal Com- 
mission. Any Secretary of State, as the 
hon. Member is aware, has power to 
appoint a Commission. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Was Lord 
Justice Romer correct or incorrect when 
he said that he was acting under the 
warrant of the Prime Minister ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He certainly 
received the warrant of the Prime 
Minister. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: What was 
the authority of the Prime Minister to 
give that warrant ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He is Secretary 
of State. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: It should 
have been a warrant from the Crown. I 
beg now to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will state why the South 
African Hospitals Commission was not 
created by statute and invested by statute 
with powers of examining witnesses on 
oath, enforcing the attendance of wit- 
nesses, and procuring documents. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There will be 
no difficulty in getting sutficient evidence. 
I certainly should not suggest the un- 
usual course of making this a Statutory 
Commission until the necessity for it is 
demonstrated. Her Majesty gave her 
consent to this being a Royal Commission 
on the evening of Monday. I received it 
on Tuesday morning. 


MacNEILL: Was not 
Statutory 


Mr. SWIFT 
the Pigott Commission a 
Commission ? 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the Commission to 
report on the arrangements for the care 
and treatment of the sick and wounded 





1301 


in § 
inqui 
the | 
the r 
auth 
been 
supe! 
Roya 
the | 
whet 
to co. 
tion 
ment 
Bill t 
missi 
prece 


Mi 


answe 


Mr 
Roya! 


Mr 
gave | 
I rece 


MA 

Mr 
gomel 
of Sta 
law v 
tricts 
rated 
rities” 
distric 
were 
autho 


THI 
THE ( 
LAIN, 
was pl 
procla 
Prime 
withdi 
Cathea 
tion d 


Grey | 


ARMY 
SUR 
SECI 
Dr. 
W.): I 
of Sta 
ina | 
further 
ment t 


South . 


300 


‘ime 
“hat 

the 
lave 
OCil- 


EA- 
iter, 
non. 
om- 
the 
’ to 


ord 
hen 
the 


inly 
ime 


was 
r to 


ary 


muld 
I 


the 
ith 
not 
tute 
on 
wit- 


l be 
nce. 
un- 
Ory 
t is 
her 
sion 
dL it 


not 
ory 


een, 
the 
to 
care 


ded 





1301 Questions. 


in South Africa has commenced its 
inquiry by virtue of a warrant issued by 
the Prime Minister; and, if so, what is 
the nature of this warrant, and by what 
authority, statutory or otherwise, has it 
been issued; whether it is intended to 
supersede this warrant by the issue of a 
Royal Commission ; and, if so, when will 
the Royal Commission be issued; and, 
whether, seeing that compulsory powers 
to compel the attendance and examina- 
tion of witnesses can be given by Parlia- 
ment alone, he will at once introduce a 


Bill to confer these powers on the Com- | 


mission, in accordance with numerous 
precedents. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


answered this question already. 


I have 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: When was the 
Royal Warrant issued ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Her Majesty 
gave her assent on Monday evening, and 
I received it on Tuesday morning. 


MARTIAL LAW IN CAPE COLONY. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether martial 
law was proclaimed in the several dis- 
tricts of Cape Colony previously enume- 
rated by the civil or the military autho- 
rities ; whether it is still in force in these 
districts ; and whether the proclamations 
were made by the civil or the military 
authorities. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBER- 


LAIN, Birmingham, W.): Martial law 
was proclaimed by the Governor, and the 
proclamations were countersigned by the 
Prime Minister. Martial law has been 
withdrawn from three districts; from 
Cathcart and Queenstown by proclama- 
tion dated 16th July, and from Glen 
Grey by proclamation dated 23rd July. 


ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT—CIVIL 
SURGEONS—ALLEGED PLEDGE OF 
SECRECY. 


{26 JuLy 1900} 
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Army Medical Department to sign a con- 
tract in which they undertook not to 
divulge in any way what their impres- 
sions might be as to hospital matters. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE For WAR (Mr. WynpbHAM, 
Dover): No, Sir. No reply has as yet 
been received from Lord Roberts. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) : When 


may we expect one ? 


[No answer was given. | 


COMFORTS FOR THE TROOPS— 
FAILURES IN DELIVERY. 

Mr. H. 8S. FOSTER (Suffolk, Lowes- 
toft): I beg to.ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that quantities of warm clothing, tobacco, 
and other comforts sent from time to 


‘time to the Imperial Yeomanry in South 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, | 


W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether he is now 
in a position to give the House any 
further information respecting the state- 
ment that civil surgeons employed in 


South Africa have been required by the | 


Africa have failed to reach their destina- 
tion, notwithstanding every effort by the 
authorities in England ; and that cable- 
grams have been sent from the Imperial 
Yeomanry offices in London and from 
the relatives of those engaged to the 
officer in charge of the base depot at 
Cape Town, and the reply prepaid, inquir- 
ing as to the non-delivery of parcels 
known to have arrived there, without. 
receiving any reply; whether, in par- 
ticular, a consignment of winter clothing 
and necessaries to the value of nearly 
£5,000, sent out to the Imperial Yeo- 
manry at the front, was taken out to the 
Cape in the transport “ Princess Royal,” 
and actually brought back to London 
without having been landed ; and, if so, 
will he state who is responsible, and will 
an inquiry be held. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: An official com- 
plaint of the non-delivery of cases of 
stores despatched by the Imperial Yeo- 
manry Committee has reached the War 
Office, and a full inquiry is being made at 
the various ports in South Africa. In 
the particular instance given the “ British | 
Princess” appears to be the transport 
intended ; all the cases taken out in that 
vessel were landed. 


HONNEN SPRUIT DISASTER. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he can state whether, at 
Honnen Spruit, near Kroonstad, on the 
25th of June last, 300 ex-prisoners of war, 


3A 2 
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sent from Pretoria to hold the spruit in 
anticipation of an attack by De Wet, were 
armed with old Westley-Richards and 
Mauser rifles surrendered by the Boers ; 
that the party had no Maxims, and was 
without either a surgeon or hospital staff ; 
whether, seeing that there were thousands 
of Mausers with a large supply of ammu- 
nition in Pretoria at the time, will he 
state who was responsible for the despatch 
of this force in such a condition ; and 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 





whether he has been informed that the | 


ignorance of the enemy as to the weapons | 


with the force, coupled with Colonel Bul- 
lock’s prompt action, alone saved the force 
from annihilation ; and also that the safety 


of the wounded was entirely due to the | 


voluntary services and marked resource- 
fulness of Dr. Lenthal Cheatle, one of the 
consulting surgeons sent to the front, who 


was attacked. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no infor- 
mation at the War Office respecting the 
matters alluded to in the question, 


BOER WOMEN SENT TO THE 
ENEMY’S LINES. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if any 
further intelligence has been obtained re- 
lative to the sending Boer women living 
in the territory partially occupied by the 
English over into the Boer lines; and 
whether this action has the consent of 
Lord Roberts, and does it apply in its 
integrity to Boer women whose husbands 
are tighting for their country ; and what 
is the number of women so treated, and 
by what method of conveyance are they 
forwarded. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. No in- 


formation has been received. 


RESERVISTS’ PAY AND ALLOWANCES. 
Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if he can state what increases have 
been made in respect of bounty, pay, and 
allowances for Army Reservists, Army 
time-expired Reservists, Militia, and 
Militia Reservists, respectively, since the 
beginning of the war in South Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The chief increases 
have been in the rate of separation 
allowance granted to men’s families, in 
the bounties granted to Militiamen re- 


| SOUTH CORK ARTILLERY 


Questions. 1304 


engaging, and in the amount of furlough 
with pay to be given on demobilisation. 
Two new grants, as distinguished from 
increases to old grants, have been made, 
viz., the special bounty of £22 to the 
Royal Reservists, and the grant of half- 
pay to the families of men leaving 


| Government employment to serve with 


the Army or embodied Militia. 


MIV.ITIA— 
CAMDEN FORT ACCIDENT. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the inquest held on the 15th instant upon 
the body of Gunner John Addis, of the 
South Cork Artillery Militia, who was 
killed on Monday by the bursting of the 


nn sland: ced: aca adil, ane breech of a 40-pounder gun at Camden 
was a Chance passenger Dy tne train that | Fort, county Cork ; whether the gun was 


one of four that were injured before, 


whether it was an out-of-date pattern and 
had been condemned, and whether he can 
state what precautions are taken to test 


_ guns before artillery practice is entered 


upon ; and whether, in view of the cir- 
cumstances of the case, the War Office 
will duly compensate the relatives of the 
deceased gunner, and also the other 
gunners who were wounded, one of them 
dangerously, upon that occasion. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No further report 
has yet been received in regard to this 
matter. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the hon. Gentleman 
aware that [ put this question down nine 
days since ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. I have ex- 
plained there has been one inquiry, and 
that the matter has been referred to 
experts on mechanical questions involved. 
One cannot hurry on such an inquiry. 


Mr. FLYNN: I want to know if any 
compensation is to be given to the rela- 
tives of the deceased man. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no provi- 
sion for the widows of men killed in the 
service beyond a year’s pay. There is 
compensation payable for people incapa- 
citated by accident. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 


| Will the hon. Gentleman see that the 
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recruiting sergeants make these facts 
known ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


JERSEY MILITARY GARRISON. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War what is the approxi- 
mate annual cost to the Imperial Ex- 
chequer of maintaining the military | 


garrison in the Island of Jersey. | 
| 





*Mr. WYNDHAM: The annual cost | 
of the troops stationed at Jersey is 
approximately £91,000. But the whole 
of this cannot be considered as an addi- 
tional charge on the British Exchequer | 
arising from the defence of Jersey. If 
the infantry battalion were withdrawn we | 
should still have to pay for it, and, in| 
addition, we should have to provide a 
barrack for it elsewhere. 


ARMY HEAD-DRESS — SOLDIER'S 
DEATH AT YARMOUTH. 

Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): I beg to | 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether any inquiry has been held with 
reference to the death of William Ward, 
a private in the Prince of Wales’ Own | 
Norfolk Artillery Militia, at Yarmouth, | 
on the 18th instant, which death is 
alleged to have been the result of sun- | 
stroke incurred on the journey from | 
Sheerness on the previous day ; whether | 
Ward wore the field service cap or some | 
other head-dress on the journey ; and 
whether the War Office has yet come to 
any decision with regard to the future 
head-covering for our troops. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This man was | 
taken ill at 4.30 p.m. on the 17th instant | 
while on a baggage guard at the South 
Town Railway Station, Yarmouth. The | 
inquest verdict was “heat, overwork.” | 
On the journey he wore a helmet, but | 
when working under cover at the station | 
he wore a forage cap ; he did not work in 
the sun at all. Inquiry will be made 
into the allegation of over-work. I have 
dealt with the question of a new head- 
dress in debate. 


SALFORD VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS. 


Sir J. W. MACLURE (Lancashire, | 


Stretford): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
reply has yet been received at the War 


{26 JuLy 1900} 


/made by the War Office 
| stringent to guarantee efficiency. 


|Under Secretary of 
'whether, seeing that the new canteens at 
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Otfice from Major-General Swaine, com- 
manding the North-Western Division, 
with reference to the formation of a 
Volunter engineer corps whose head- 
quarters would be within the Salford 
hundred of the county of Lancaster, and 
whether the offers of 1,000 men suitable 
for service in such a corps have been re- 
ceived ; and whether he will undertake 
that the inefficiency of the arrangements 
in the formation of engineer Volunteer 
corps previously should not be used as an 
argument against the acceptance of so 
large a body of men under regulations 
sutficiently 


Questions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The recommenda- 
tion from the General Officer commanding 
the North-Western District has now been 
received, and the Secretary of State for 
War is prepared to authorise the forma- 
tion of a corps of four companies of 
Fortress Engineers. 

ALDERSHOT — RECREATIONS FOR 

TROOPS. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
State for War 


Aldershot, shared by two battalions, have 
not met with general approval, he will 


consider the advisability of doing at home 


what Lord Roberts, when Commander-in- 
Chief in India, succeeded in doing there— 
namely, in making the recreation rooms 
more attractive by having entertainments 
in them instead of in the canteen, thereby 
encouraging a higher type of entertain- 
ment, while diminishing the temptations 
to drink. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 


appears to be under a misapprehension. 


|The present design of recreation room 


includes a stage where entertainments can 
be given. 


Captain NORTON: My question is 
whether entertainments in canteens will 


‘be discouraged in favour of those in 
recreation rooms. 


[No answer was given. ] 


RECRUITING—STATISTICS. 
Mr. SHEE: I beg to ask the Under 
| Secretary of State for War if he will state 
| what numbers, respectively, of fresh re- 
| cruits and time-expired Army Reservists 
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have joined the colours in England, 
Scotland, and Ireland, respectively, for 
the six months ended 30th June last, and 
what were the numbers in the correspond- 
ing period of last year. 


Questions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The figures are as 
follows :— 


Recruits. 1899. 1900. 
England and Wales 13,764 22,028 
Scotland ............ 1,747 2,860 
oT ree 1,923 2,343 


17,434 27,231 
Re-enlisted men. 








England and Wales ...... ... 19,576 
LC ch Dee 2,825 
[or cy So ne 2,133 

24,534 


I may add that these figures do not 
give an accurate idea of nationality, as 
sometimes Irish regiments are quartered 
in England and English ones in Ireland. 


PROMOTION BOARD. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
Promotion Board is still existing under 
the same organisation as heretofore ; 
whether the promotions of all officers are 
considered by this Board or only those of 
generals and field rank; whether it is 
now the practice of the War Office to 
communicate to officers the decisions at 
which the Board have arrived, and 
whether the decisions of the Board are 
ever re-considered ; whether the fitness of 
each officer to command in the field is 
decidea by this Board ; and whether, 
after the Board have reported an officer 
as competent to command in the field, 
and when under the test of active service 
such officer is ascertained not to be so 
qualified, any re-consideration of his 
qualifications takes place, or whether his 
name is retained on the qualified list, and 
the opinion of the Board prevails over the 
test of actual experience in the field. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Promotion 
Board exists under the same: organisation 
as before. 
colonels and lieutenant-colonels of three 
years standing as regards their fitness 
for promotion and employment. The | 
decisions are communicated to the officers 
reported on when the Commander-in- 


{COMMONS} 
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Chief considers it desirable. It is open 
to the Board to reconsider its decisions. 
The fitness of each officer to command in 
the field is not decided by the Board, but 
by the Commander-in-Chief. 


GENERAL LAURIE: Am I to under- 
stand that in all cases the decisions of the 
Board are communicated to the officers or 
not ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: That is a matter 
in the discretion of the Commander-in- 
| Mr. SWIFT 





MacNEILL: Can you 
give the names of the members of the 
oard 2 — 


| *Mr. WYNDHAM: I think there will 
be no objection if the hon. Member will 
| put down a question. 

| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: They are 


| very superior persons, I am sure. 


! 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| ARMSTRONG’S MANCHESTER WORKS 
| —WAGES. 
| Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow): 
| I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that there 
| are 120 joiners employed at the works of 
| the firm of Sir W. G. Armstrong, Whit- 
| worth and Co., Limited, Manchester, 
| Government contractors for guns, ammu- 
| nition, ete., and that these men are paid 
at the rate of 36s. per week of fifty-three 
hours, a few only being paid 37s. 6d. per 
_week, though the rate of wages through- 
out this district is 9}d. per hour, or 
39s. 2d. per week of 494 hours ; whether 
/he is aware that a deputation from the 
| workmen recently met the manager and 
| pointed out to him that they were not 
receiving the average rate of wages paid 
in the district, and that the manager 
declined to pay the same wages as other 
;employers were paying; and whether, 
| seeing that this is a breach of the Fair 
Wages Resolution of the House of Com- 
mons (February, 1891), he will cause an 
inquiry to be made with a view of giving 
| effect to the terms of the said resolution. 





| *TuE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 


Its function is to report on| THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POoWELI- 


WILLIAMS, Birmingham, S.): I have 
caused inquiry to be made into the alle- 
gations contained in the question, and I 
will acquaint the hon. Member with the 
result when it is arrived at. 
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WOOLWICH ARSENAL—ACCIDENT IN Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
1881—JAMES QUINLAN. WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovetas, Kent, 
Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the | St. Augustine’s): Yes, Sir ; I believe the 
Under Secretary of State for War if the | facts to be as stated. We have hitherto 
promise to inquire into the case of James | been prevented from renewing the plant 
Quinlan, who met with an accident when | and from carrying out the improvements 
working in Woolwich Arsenal in 1881, |asked for by want of funds. The matter 
will be redeemed ; whether he is aware | will be carefully considered with the Esti- 
that Quinlan is at present in hospital, and | mates for next year. 
has never recovered from the injuries | 
inflicted while at Government work ; | a ak ta des 
whether medical certificates proving the | FRENCH SUBMARINE BOATS. 
injuries Quinlan suffered from will be; Mk. HARW OOD (Bolton): I beg to 
taken into account, and whether he can | 28k the First Lord of the Admiralty if 
state why his pension has not been | his attention has been called to the report 
granted and his sick pay never given ; | that during the naval manceuvres of the 
and whether the case will be thoroughly | French fleet the submarine boats “Narval 
inquired into and substantial compensa- | and ‘‘ Morse” went through their various 
tion awarded Quinlan. | trials without a hitch. 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: A|_ THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
promise was given to inquire further into | RALTY (Mr. GOSCHEN, St. George's, 
the case, provided sufficient details were Hanover Square): My attention is in- 
supplied to enable it to be identified. variably called to anything interesting 
The honourable Member has not yet sup- | and instructive in connection with foreign 
plied the necessary information. If he fleets, and which may be regarded as 
will do so, I shall be happy to have the | authentic. 
case thoroughly considered. | 











H.M.S. “REVENGE” — CORDITE 
EXPLOSLON. 
ApMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The ralty whether he can now inform the 


part. of the factory in which he was House of the result of the inquiry by the 


: | al mi in he cause or 
employed, and the date on which he pvc oe - sei ey fen _ th “ 
entered the service. 4 sf 


magazine of H.M.S. “ Revenge,” in the 
Dr. TANNER: Why dik sink the hain: Mediterranean some months ago. 


Gentleman tell me that three months; rp GOSCHEN: The cause or origin 
ago | of the explosion of cordite in the maga- 
DUKE OF YORK’S SCHOOL. _zine of H.M.S. “Revenge” is still under 
a | consideration by the Ordnance Committee. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON : I beg to ask) Qn May 9th that Committee made an 
the First Commissioner of Works whether | interim Report, in which they summarised 
his attention has been recently directed | the facts of the case, and stated that they 
to the condition of the laundry at the! had asked for some further information 
Duke of York’s School; whether he is’ and were awaiting this and the result of 
aware that the present building and certain trials that were being carried out. 
arrangements have been described by the | From the evidence then before them they 
medical officer as old-fashioned, antiquated, | were unable to assign any cause for the 
insanitary, and unsatisfactory, and by a | gaid explosion. ss 
War Office Committee as deficient in | 
labour-saving appliances, and causing an | FIRST SEA LORD—OFFICIAL 
atmosphere unbearable when drying or | RESIDENCE. 
folding clothes in wet weather ; and | ApmirAL FIELD: I beg to ask the 
whether he will endeavour to remedy a First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
state of matters which has been further | representation was made by their Lord- 
condemned by the Visiting Committee to| ships to the Treasury respecting the 
the Board as not in a creditable state for | making provision of a suitable residence 
a Government building. for the First Sea Lord in Queen Anne’s 


Dr. TANNER: What information | 
does the hon. Gentleman want ? | 
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Gate, so that he should be near the | 
Admiralty for the better discharge of his 
official duties, especially in time of war ; 


whether, on the expiration of the lease of | 


the house recently occupied by the late 
First Sea Lord, the landlord was willing 
to renew the lease at an increased rental 
of only £100, and did the Admiralty sub- 
mit the proposal for Treasury approval, 
and with what result ; and, seeing that in 
the evidence before the Duke of Somer- 
set’s Committee of 1871, stress was laid 
on the importance of one or more Sea 
Lords residing in the vicinity of the 
Admiralty, whether further representa- 


tions will be made to the First Com- | 
missioner of Works, and to the Treasury, | 


as to the necessity of thus meeting the | 
wishes of the Admiralty in this matter in| 
the interests of the public service. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : It is not the custom 
to communicate to the House Depart- 
mental correspondence of the kind re- | 
ferredto. Iam in agreement with the 
Committee of 1871, as to the importance | 
of the Senior Naval Lord residing in the 
vicinity of the Admiralty, and as I stated 
in answer to the noble Lord the Member | 
for Roxburgh, endeavours are being made 
to arrive at a settlement. 


COMMITTEE ON NAVY BOILERS. 
Sm U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 


(Lancashire, Clitheroe): I beg to ask the | 


First Lord of the Admiralty whether he 


can make any statement as to the con- | 


stitution of the Committee on Boilers for 
Her Majesty’s ships. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I am not yet in a 
position to state the constitution of the 
Committee in question. Many persons 
have to be communicated with. I may 
possibly be in a position to answer the 
question on Monday, but I cannot pledge 
myself to a day. 


THE VISIT OF THE SHAH OF PERSIA 
—SUGGESTED NAVAL REVIEW. 


Sirk EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- | 


land) : I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether the Shah of Persia, on 
his forthcoming visit to Her Majesty the 
Queen, is to witness a Naval Review, 
similar to that witnessed by his late 
predecessor ; if so, will he state whether 
arrangements will be made, and vessels 
provided, for the Members of both Houses 
of Parliament to take part in the pro- 
cession and review. 


{COMMONS} 


'the meantime, propose to 
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Mr. GOSCHEN: It is a misunder- 
standin : that there is going to bé a Naval 
Review. The Channel squadron and pro- 
bably a certain number of other ships 
will be at Spithead for inspection by the 
Shah, but there will be no procession or 
review. 


THE SAILING TRAINING SQUADRON, 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty whether, 
in view of the fact that nearly nine 
months have now elapsed since the training 
squadron was put out of commission and 
laid up on 31st October, 1899, the Admi- 
ralty have arrived at any conclusion as to 
re-commissioning the squadron; if not, 
can he state the cause of the delay in 
arriving at a conclusion, and when a deci- 
sion is likely to be reached ; does he, in 
take any 
measures for providing the Navy with 


| any training squadron whatever ; or does 


he contemplate the advisability of leaving 
the Navy without any training squadron of 


|any description ; has he received reports 


showing that the captains of the Fleet are 


| generally convinced that the sailing train- 


ing squadron produces officers with quali- 


| ties of excellence that cannot be obtained 
-by any other 


g; if not, will he, 
before deciding to abolish the training 
squadron, take measures to ascertain the 
| opinion of the captains, and communicate 
the general results of his inquiry to the 
_House; and will he, in any case, before 
deciding to, abolish the squadron, give 
this House an opportunity of discussing 
the matter. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The Admiralty have 

not arrived at a final decision with regard 
to re-commissioning the masted_ training 
squadron. Their crews were turned over 
to a similar number of modern ships in 
| which their general training is being con- 
| tinued. The sea training of the officers 
|and men of the Navy is now being carried 
| on in the sea-going ships in commission, 
‘over 200 in number. I have not re- 
ceived reports showing that the captains 
of the Fleet are generally convinced that 
| the sailing training squadron produces 
| officers with qualities not to be obtained 
/by any other training; opinion in the 
| service is much divided in this respect. 
| It is open to the hon. Member to discuss 
| the matter in question, should he wish to 
|'do so, when the Naval Estimates are 
‘before the House. No immediate decision 
is likely to be come to. 


training ; 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the | 
right hon. Gentleman undertake not aa | 
abolish the s yuadron before the next Navy | 
Estimates are introduced 2? | 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I cannot give any | 
undertaking of that kind, but I think it | 
is highly improbable that a decision will 
be come to before then. | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then will 
the right hon. Gentleman take measures | 
to inform himself of the opinions of the 
captains, as suggested in the third part of 
the question ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: It would be most | 
unusual and undesirable for the Board of | 
Admiralty, in forming their decisions, for | 
which they alone are responsible, to refer 
to the service afloat in the way suggested. 
Their Lordships would, no doubt, to a 
great extent be guided by the opinions of 
experienced officers in the service, but it 
must remain with the Board—on whose 
shoulders responsibility rests, and who 
must necessarily have wider information 
as to the calls made on the Navy—to 
decide how far the opinions of those who 
have not the same information nor re- 
sponsibilities can be accepted with regard 
to the requirements of the service. 


COAL SUPPLY—RESERVE FOR NAVAL 
PURPOSES — PROHIBITION OF EX- 
PORTATION OF ARMS BILL. 

Mr. HARWOOD: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury “if his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that the | 
exports of coal from this country to 
France have increased during two years | 
from 2,670,000 tons to 4,230, 000 tons for 
a period of six months. 


Mr. FIRBANK (Hull, E.): I beg at 
the same time to ask the First Lord. of 
the Treasury whether his attention has. 
been called to the supplies of coal which 
are daily being shipped to foreign 
countries for storage for naval purposes ; 
and whether, as the Government are 
bringing in a 'Bill to check the exportation | 
of arms, ammunition, and military and | 
naval stores from Great Britain, he will 
consider the desirability of extending the 
provisions of the Bill so as to include so | 
important a munition of war as steam coal 
for foreign navies. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I believe the 
facts as regards the export of coal are as | 


| Indian 


{26 Juty 1900} 


| and 1886 of the 


and 
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stated. The Bill which awaits Third 
Reading in the House of Lords does apply 
to coal as well as to other naval and mili- 
tary stores. 


Questions, 


RAILWAYS—FINANCIAL 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. A. H. A. MORTON (Deptford) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for Elgin 


INDIAN 


,and Nairn, I beg to ask the Secretary of 
' State for India “whether the methods of 


calculating the rates of interest (which 
were settled by the Bank of England), 
regarding the termination in 1884 and 
Eastern Bengal and 
Scinde Railway contracts, have never 
been checked or investigated by the India 
Office ; and, if no knowledge of this finan- 
cial transaction is on record at the India 
Office, whether he will now seek to secure 
this information for official purposes, and 
also for publication. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: In the cases 
to which the question refers the contracts 
prescribed that the rate of interest should 
be determined by the Governor and 
Deputy Governor of the Bank of England. 
As I stated on Monday last,* I have no 
knowledge of the manner in which they 
calculated the rate, and it would have 


'been most improper for the Secretary of 
'State for India to interfere. 
propose to take any such steps as are 


I do not 


suggested in the latter part of the 
question. 


BRITISH OFFICERS IN INDIAN 
NATIVE REGIMENTS. 

Mr. STANHOPE (Burnley): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India if 
he can state the estimated annual cost to 
be incurred by the proposed addition of 
ninety-two European officers to Punjab 
Bengal native regiments; and 
whether these officers will be always 
selected from the Indian Staff Corps, or 
from officers of British regiments serving 
their term in India, in some cases, ap- 
pointed by patronage or by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief ; and whether selections 
for these additional otticers could be made 
from experienced native commissioned 
officers already borne on the strength of 
these Punjab and Bengal regiments. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The addition 
of ninety-two British officers to the 
{stablishment will involve a 





* See page 865 of this volume. 
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gradually increasing expenditure, which 
it is estimated will eventually amount, 
about twenty-five years hence, to about 
eight and a quarter lakhs of rupees per 
annum. These officers will form an 
increase to the Indian Staff Corps, which 
is recruited partly by appointments direct , 
from Sandhurst, and partly, under strictly 

defined regulations, from British regi- 

ments serving in India. The object of 

the measure is to increase the number of 

British officers in India, and this obviously 

would not be attained by selecting native 

commissioned officers. 


Questions. 


INDIAN TRADE STATISTICS. 

Str MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India if 
he will give in separate figures the value 
of manufactured articles and raw 
materials respectively which are com- 
prised in the general headings “ Export of 
Merchandise,” and “Imports of Merchan- 
dise,” in the table relating to trade at 
page 9 of his Explanatory Memorandum 
for 1900-1901. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : The hon. 
Member will find the details for which he 
asks at pages 24 and 25 of the Explana- 
tory Memorandum. 


THE “ KOWSHING.” 

Sirk MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
the case of the “‘ Kowshing ” has ever been 
submitted to arbitration ; if it has been 
so submitted, can he state with what re- 
sult; and, if not, will he explain the 
cause of the delay. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The case has not 
yet been submitted to arbitration, and 
the delay has arisen in consequence of a 
difference of opinion between the Chinese 
Minister and Her Majesty’s Government 
with regard to the terms of reference, 
which the Minister has been obliged to 
refer to his Government. | 


VACCINE LYMPH. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he has received information of the 
bacterial impurity of the vaccine lymph 
now or recently supplied for vaccination ; | 


{COMMONS} 


‘whether he is aware that certain brands 
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of lymph, including that supplied by the 
Local Government Board, have developed 
colonies of germs, rendering their use 
improper for vaccination ; and whether he 
will prohibit the use of such lymphs in 
vaccination until freedom from contamina- 
tion by them may be ensured. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuaptiy, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): In reply to the 
first paragraph, I have received no infor- 


mation as to the bacterial impurity of the 


vaccine lymph now or recently supplied 
by the Local Government Board which 
renders its use improper for vaccination. 
The answer to the second and third para- 
graphs is in the negative. 


FOOD PRESERVATIVES. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
if he can state when the Departmental 
Committee on the use of preservatives in 
food may be expected to report ; whether 
he is aware that summonses are being 
now issued by local authorities for 
adding to Devonshire clotted cream a 
small quantity of boracic acid solely as 
a preservative ; and whether he will com- 
municate to such local authorities the 
undesirability of proceeding with pro- 
secutions on this point until the Report of 
the Departmental Committee has been 
issued. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I am informed that 
some delay has been occasioned by a 
series of experiments the issue of which 
will not be known for some months yet, 
but the Committee hope to complete their 
Report by the end of this year. I under- 
stand that some local authorities have 
recently instituted procecdings in cases 
such as those referred to in the question. 
The Local Government Board, however, 
have no authority to prevent such pro- 
ceedings being taken, and they could not 
undertake to interfere with the discretion 
of local authorities in the matter. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman undertake to communicate to 
the local authorities the fact that the 
Committee will report by the end of this 
year ? 


Mr. CHAPLIN: No doubt the infor- 


mation will reach them in due course. 
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Mr. LAMBERT: But it will have | made into the genuineness of these 


more weight if sent direct. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I do not see any 


necessity for it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): As) 
this is a matter which affects Ireland, I | 
will ask, if it be considered a reasonable 
request, that the Home Office should 
issue a circular to magistrates advising 
them to defer prosecutions in relation to | 
these matters until the scientific point has 
been settled. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I cannot give any 
advice to the Home Office. 


DIDSBURY VOLUNTARY SCHOOL 
RATE 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield): I beg to ask the | 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he is aware that in the township 
of Didsbury, Manchester, a voluntary 
school rate is applied for by the collector 
of, and in conjunction with, the ordinary 
rates of the township, and in some cases 
on the same demand note ; and whether 
the Board has taken any, and what, 
action in the matter. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I am aware of the 
facts referred to in the question. The 
Local Government Board have made 
inquiry into the matter, and they in- 
formed the collector on the 24th instant 
that the demand note for a voluntary 
rate should not be sent out with the. 
demand for a compulsory rate. I under- 
stand that in a few cases the demand for 
the voluntary rate was made on the same 
demand note as the poor and general dis- 
trict rate. It was done without the 
collector’s instructions by one of his 
clerks, and the collector immediately 
stopped it. 


MINERS—CHECK-WEIGH- 
ING CLAUSES. 

*Mr. STANHOPE: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he has now given full con- 
sideration to the petitions presented to 
him on behalf of a section of the miners 
of the Burnley district to be relieved 
from their present exemption, and to be 
placed under the provisions of the weigh- | 
ing clauses of the Mines Regulation Acts ; | 
whether he has caused examination to be | 


BURNLEY 


| petitions, showing as they do in the case 


of the pits in question an almost unani- 
mous desire on the part of the under- 
ground workers to be placed under the 
protection of the ordinary law regulating 
the payment of wages calculated by 
weight and not by measurement; 
whether he has received an assurance 
that such an inquiry, or a_ ballot 
jointly conducted on behalf both of the 
employers and employed, would be 
welcomed by the miners themselves ; 


/and whether, seeing that the Secretary 


of State has the power, under the Mines 
Regulation Acts, to make an order en- 
forcing the check-weighing clauses of 
those Acts in respect of any mine or 
group of mines, on being satisfied as to 
the feeling among the miners employed 
in the mines in question, he will make an 
order giving them the protection accorded 
by Parliament to miners in general. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuiteE Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The matter has been constantly before 
both myself and my predecessors, and I 
have again’considered it very carefully. 
I am satisfied that the signatures to the 
recent petitions are genuine, but on the 
other hand they do not show by any 
means an unanimous desire on the part 
ofthe miners for the revocation of the 
exemptions. Iam not, however, in favour 
of continuing the exemptions unless it is 
clear that it is desirable in the best in- 
terests of all parties. But the matter 
appears to me to be so difficult that I 
have resolved to direct a special inquiry 
to be held, at which the representatives 
of all persons interested can be heard. 


DANGEROUS TRADES REGULATIONS 
—REDUCTION OF ARSENIC. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether an inquiry 
was held in 1899 into the nature of em- 
ployment in the extraction of arsenic ; 
whether he has received a Report upon 
the subject ; and, if so, whether it will 
be laid upon the Table of the House ; and 
whether it is proposed to amend the 
existing special rules relating to this 
employment. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : I instituted 
an inquiry last year with regard to the 
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health of the persons employed in certain 
works for the reduction of arsenic in 
Devon and Cornwall. I have not yet 
received the final Report on this inquiry, 
but I gather from an interim Report made 
some time ago that it is not likely that 
the establishment of any new special 
rules in these works will be necessary. 


Questions. 


Mr. TENNANT: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman lay the Papers when the Report | 


is completed ? 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I should 
think there will be no objection to that. 


MARINE BIOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION— 
PLYMOUTH LABORATORY—STOCK- 
HOLM CONFERENCE. 

Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether the Government made it a con- 
dition, when granting a subsidy to the 
Plymouth Laboratory of the Marine Bio- 
logical Association, that space should be 


provided for the carrying on of investiga- | 


tion by such official bodies as the Fisheries 
Department of the Board of Trade; and 
whether any naturalist has ever been em- 
ployed by the Board of Trade or other 
Government authority to make investiga- 
tions on fishes at the Plymouth Labora- 
tory ; and, if not, will he explain on what 
grounds. 


THE PRESIDENT or Toe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon): In 
1885 the Treasury, when agreeing to a 
grant to the Plymouth Laboratory of the 
Marine Biological Association, made it a 
condition “that the Council undertakes 
to place space in the Plymouth Labora- 
tory at the disposal of any competent 
investigator deputed by a recognised 
authority to carry out any investigation 
into fish questions which the laboratory 
can give facilities.” The Board of Trade 
have never employed any naturalist to 
make investigations on fishes at the 
laboratory, and they have no staff or 
funds to devote to such a purpose. I have 
no information as to what has been done 
by other Government authorities. 


Mr. PRICE: I beg to ask the Presi- | 


dent of the Board of Trade whether his 
Department has ever consulted the 
council of the Marine Biological Associa- 
tion (a body in receipt of public muney) 
on any subject.connected with fisheries ; 


and, if so, when and on what subject, and 


{COMMONS} 
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jin particular whether the council was 
| consulted with regard to the Bill dealing 
| with undersized fish, now withdrawn. 


| 

| Mr. RITCHIE: The Board of Trade 
|have occasionally consulted the council 
of the Marine Biological Association on 
fishery subjects. The latest occasion had 
reference to the question of the fisheries 
‘exhibit at the Paris Exhibition. The 
inspectors of the Board of Trade have on 
/many occasions consulted the officials of 
the association in an informal manner, 
The association were not directly con- 
sulted by the Board of Trade as to the 
Bill dealing with undersized fish, which, 
however, was founded on the recom- 
mendations of the Select Committee of 
1893, who took evidence from the 
association. 


Mr. PRICE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
Marine Biological Association was con- 
sulted with respect to the Fisheries Con- 
ference held at Stockholm last year, to 
which Her Majesty’s Government sent 
several delegates ; whether any delegate 
was selected from the staff or council of 
that association ; and whether he will 
consider the advisability both of increas- 
ing the Government grant to the associa- 
tion to £2,000 a year, and at the same 
time making use of the information so 
paid for before entering upon restrictive 
legislation or international agreements 
with regard to fishing matters. 


Mr. RITCHIE: So far as I am aware 
the Marine Biological Association were 
not consulted with respect to the Fisheries 
Conference at Stockholm, and no delegate 
was selected from the staff or council of 
that association. The question of in- 
creasing the grant of public money to the 
association is one for the consideration of 
the Treasury. Any information or advice 
that may be afferded by the association 
will always receive careful consideration 
from the Board of Trade, who are most 
desirous of acting in friendly relation 
with the association. 


PASSENGER STEAMER 

SERVICE. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that passenger steamers from 
Jersey to England are often delayed for 
two or three hours at Guernsey, and 


JERSEY 
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whether he would make representations | to make a Return showing the compara- 


to the railway companies concerned to | 
second, and third class passengers upon 


minimise this delay. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I have communicated | 


with the railway companies concerned, 
and understand that the delays to which 
the hon. Member refers are chiefly due to 
the fact that the steamers in question are 
cargo as well as passenger vessels. The 
matter is not one in which the Board of 


Trade have any jurisdiction, but I am_ 


assured that everything practicable is 
done to minimise delay. 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ LUGGAGE. 


Sim CAMERON GULL (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple): I beg to ask the President 


of the Board of Trade whether the rail- | 


way companies have come to an arrange 
ment as to the amount of passengers’ 
luggage which they will allow to be 
carried free of charge ; and whether he 
can state the rates which are to be 
charged for excess luggage. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The Board of Trade 
have not at present received any further 
communication from the Railway Associa- 
tion, and I am not, therefore, in a position 
to say whether the railway companies 
have adopted any concerted action in the 
matter. I have, however, seen it stated 
that some of them have agreed to an 
allowance of free luggage of 150, 120 and 


100 Ibs. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY FARES. 

Mr. STEPHENS (Middlesex, Hornsey ): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade, if he is aware that the daily 
double journey between Hornsey and 
King’s Cross costs first class passengers 
about 6d., second class passengers about 
44d., and third class passengers 8d. ; and 
whether he will endeavour to obtain a 
proportionate equalisation of rates in the 
treatment of third with the other classes 
of passengers. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I will communicate 
with the Great Northern Railway 
Company upon the subject of the hon. 
Member’s question, and inform him of the 
result. 


SUBURBAN RAILWAY FARES. 


Mr. STEPHENS: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he has 


information, or could procure information, , 


tive cost for the conveyance of first, 
the London and suburban railways. 


Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir; I am afraid 
not. The maximum powers of charge are 
of course laid down by the Acts of the 
several companies ; but the actual com- 
parative cost of conveyance would be im- 
possible to obtain with accuracy. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY—LABOUR 
DISPUTE. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he has yet 
approached the directors of the Great 
Eastern Railway Company and the repre- 
sentatives of the railway men, with a view 
to inducing them to accept arbitration 
under the terms of the Conciliation Act, 
1896 ; and if not, whether he will hasten 
to do so, in view of the imminent danger 
of great public inconvenience arising from 
the cessation of traffic on one of the chief 
lines in the country. 

The following questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper :— 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
N.): To ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he is aware that a 
dispute has arisen between the directors 
and a section of the workmen on the 
Great Eastern Railway, and that a 
number of the men propose to hand in 
their strike notices early in August ; and 
whether he can intervene, so as to avert 
an open conflict ; and if so, under what 
conditions would he be prepared to act. 


Mr. TENNANT : To ask the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade whether his 
attention has been called to the industrial 
crisis on the Great Eastern Railway ; 
whether either the directors or the work- 
men have applied for the intercession of 
the Board of Trade; and whether he has 
any possible ground of intervention to 
avert the inconvenience to the public and 
the dislocation of trade which must arise 
from the refusal of the directors to treat 
with the representatives whom the work- 
people have selected. 


Mr. RITCHIE: There are several 
questions on this subject. The matter 
has, of course, been receiving my careful 
attention, but perhaps the best way of 
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informing the House as to the present 
position of affairs will be to read a letter 
which I have addressed to Mr. Bell. The 
letter is as follows— 


“ Board of Trade, 
“ Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 
“July 26, 1900. 

“Sir,—Mr. Ritchie desires me to acknow- 
ledge receipt of your letter of the 24th inst., 
and to say that reading your letter together 
with that of the chairman of the Great Eastern 
Railway, which has appeared in the press, it 
seems to him that any difference there may be 
between the position taken up by Lord Claud 
Hamilton oe yourself on behalf of the rail- 
way servants does not warrant anything in 
the nature of a strike, suchas Mr. Ritchie sees 
is in contemplation, and which would be at- 
tended with the greatest inconvenience to the 
travelling public, especially at this period of 
the year. He therefore desires me to say that 
the first condition of any advic2 he may offer 
in connection with the dispute is that any idea 
of a cessation of work by the railway servants 
at present should be abandoned. 

“With regard to the question in dispute, 
Mr. Ritchie observes that it is not what con- 
cessions, if any, should be made to the railway 
servants by the company, but how an interview 
between the directors of the company and 
their employees for the discussion of the points 
at issue can be secured. The chairman of the 
Great Eastern Railway has, Mr. Ritchie 
notices, expressed on behalf of himself and his 
colleagues their willingness to receive deputa- 
tions of their employees in grades, though not 
collectively. Mr. Ritchie is of opinion that 
this is a reasonable condition to impose. It is 
obvious that a much more effective and useful 
discussion of alleged grievances can thus be 
secured. It also appears to Mr. Ritchie that 
such deputations should consist of persons 
freely elected by the employees, regardless of 
whether they belong to the Amalgamated 
Society or not, and that any meeting at which 
the delegates are elected should be a meeting 
summoned in such a way as not to give to it 
the character of having been called together 
under the auspices of any section of the 
employees. 

“If the course indicated by Mr. Ritchie 
is adopted he cannot doubt, having regard to 
the declarations made by Lord Claud Hamil- 
ton, that the directors of the Great Eastern 
Railway will readily consent to receive and 
to discuss the points at issue with the dele- 
gates duly elected in the manner suggested.” 


I may say that I have had an interview 
with Mr. Bell, and I have good reason to 
hope that the suggestions I make will be 
favourably received. 


LAND REVENUE RECORDS. 

Mr. WOODS: 
Attorney General whether, seeing that 
the opinion of the Law Officers of the 
Crown, given in 1864, regarding the re- 
cords and documents in the Land Re- 
venue Record Office, is thirty-six years 


{COMMONS} 


I beg to ask Mr., 


Questions. 1324 


old, and that the law appertaining to 
estates which have escheated to the 
Crown through want of ownership has 
been altered and simplified in the mean- 
time by the 50 and 51 Vic, ¢ 53 
---Escheat (Procedure) Act, 1887—he will 
at once advise the Commissioners of Her 
Majesty’s Woods and Forests in future 
to allow inspection and copies of all 
Court Rolls relating to manorial proper- 
ties held by the Crown, on payment of 
the legal fees, for the convenience of 
legitimate claimants. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finuay, Inverness Burghs): 
The passing of the Escheat (Procedure) 
Act, 1887, does not appear to afford any 
reason for altering the rules regarding 
inspection by the public of documents in 
the Land Revenue Record Office. A rule 
allowing to persons who are not copy- 
holders inspection and copies of all 
Court Rolls relating to manorial proper- 
ties held by the Crown would be objec. 
tionable, particularly as the Rolls are the 
records of the tenant’s rather than the 
lord’s title. The present rules appear 
to be proper, and in special cases such as 
those alluded to in the question applica- 
tions for leave to inspect documents can 
always be made to the Commissioners of 
Woods, and will be duly considered. 


PALACE OF WESTMINSTER—ACCOM- 
MODATION FOR MEMBERS. 

Mr. HARWOOD: I beg to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works if any pro- 
gress is being made towards the promised 
increase of accommodation for Members 
of this House. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The vacat- 
ing of Sir Reginald Palgrave’s residence 
has set free a considerable amount of 
accommodation on the Terrace front, and 
I am having plans prepared showing how 
it could be utilised for the convenience of 
Members. The scheme shows that large 
and costly structural alterations are in- 
volved, such as it has never been the 
practice to carry out without a recom- 
mendation from a Committee of the 
House. I propose, therefore, at the com- 
mencement of next session to move the 
appointment of a Select Committee on 
| the accommodation of the House, and to 
'lay these plans before it. 
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COMMITTEE ROOMS — OUTSIDE 
BLINDS—VENTILATION. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 


whether he will arrange before next | 
summer to have outside blinds fixed to | 


the windows of the committee rooms 
facing the south and the west, of which 
the temperature last week, during the 
protracted sittings of the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade, owing to the absence of 
outside blinds, obliged several Members 
to leave the committee room. 


*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : 
I beg, at the same time, to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether he has 
had recently under consideration the 
question of ventilation of the committee 
rooms and dining rooms of this House ; 
and, if so, whether he is in a position to 
make any statement on the subject. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: In reply 
to these questions, I have to say that I 


have been giving attention to the subjects ; 


referred to, and that I propose to ask 
the Treasury to sanction provision in the 
Estimates to enable me to proceed with 
the improvements in the ventilation of 
the committee rooms by means of electric 
fans, in accordance with the arrangements 
in the rooms already satisfactorily treated. 
As an accessory measure, and to provide 
amore comfortable atmosphere, I hope to 
have outside blinds fitted before next 
summer. 


NORWOOD GREEN (MIDDLESEX) 
POSTAL DELIVERIES. 

Mr. BIGWOOD (Middlesex, Brent- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether it is possible to improve 
the collection and delivery of letters, 
which have been for so long a time de- 
fective, in Norwood Green, Middlesex ; 
and, if it be possible, whether the Depart- 
ment will proceed forthwith to make the 
necessary improvement. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HANbBury, Pres- 
ton): The Postmaster General regrets 
to find that on several days recently 
the delivery of letters in the neighbour- 
hood of Norwood Green was delayed 
owing to the illness of the postman. The 
service is now being worked with 
punctuality. 
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STRAW HATS FOR POSTMEN. 

| Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the Secre- 
| tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
| Postmaster General, if attention will be 
given to the supplying of straw hats in 
the present hot weather to postmen in 
lieu of the kepi, and if some alteration 
will be made in the present summer 
uniform ; and can he state whether post- 
men are required to wear waistcoats 
tightly buttoned up in this weather. 


Mr. HANBURY: Postmen are already 
supplied with serge uniform for summer 
wear. Postmen in London are also supplied 
with a light summer shako. In hot weather 
the men are allowed to wear straw hats, 
though they are not a part of the official 
uniform. The answer to the second 
paragraph is in the negative. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that the order as to the wearing of 
straw hats in London is not general ? 
Will he make it so ? 


Mr. HANBURY: It is not an order ; 


it is a permission. : 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Is it true that postmen on very hot days 
are punished if they take their coats off 
and carry them on their arms? Can that 
not be allowed ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I will consult the 
Post Office authorities as to that. 


Dr. TANNER: Seeing that other 
uniformed servants are not required to. 
wear waistcoats, cannot the same regula- 
tion be applied to postmen ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I said the answer 
to the second paragraph was in the 
negative. 


Mr. STEADMAN : Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that permission to 
wear straw hats has not been given to 
the postmen in the -East End of London 
yet ? 

[No answer was given. | 


POSTMEN’S HOLIDAYS. 
Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if he can see his 
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way to allowing overseers to sign a 
special holiday sheet, instead of blocking 
postmen out for the better portions of the 
year for their holiday season. 


Questions. 


Mr. HANBURY: Atall offices, where 
the arrangements permit it, postmen sign 
a separate holiday sheet, but this cannot 
be done everywhere without injustice to 
some of the persons affected or waste of 
force. 
leave during the eight months from 
March to October inclusive. 


SORTERS’ EXAMINATIONS. 
Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, 


W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether there is either rule or 
practice at present in the Post Oftice De- 
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Post Office ; and, if so, what the amount 
of the royalty is, how it is calculated, and 
where the amount will be found in any 
accounts laid beford the House; on what 


| ground the royalty in question is exacted 
| from the company, and whether in pursu- 


ance of any judicial decision affirming the 


liability of the company to pay it; has 
the Post Office, since the establishment of 


The postmen receive their annual | 


| the company, organised a special service 


with the special object of competing with 
the company ; and, if so, has this special 
service resulted so far in a loss or ing 


| profit to the Post Office; and will the 


Post Office, in view of the great and in- 


| creasing use to the public of the District 


partment by which candidates for the | 


position of sorter or telegraph learner in 
head provincial offices, who at their first 


examination do not gain the minimum | 


percentage for appointment, are excluded 


from ever again being admitted to exami- | 


nation ; whether a similar rule prevails in 
any other branch of the public service ; 
and whether arrangements will be made 
in this Department, as in all other branches 
of the Civil Service, to admit candidates 
within the prescribed limits of age irre- 
spective of previous failures at examina- 
tions. 


Mr. HANBURY: Where positions as 
sorters or learners in the Post Office 
service are offered as the result of open 
competition, competitors who have been 
unsuccessful are allowed to compete again 
so long as they are w'thin the limits of 
age. There are, however, chiefly at the 
smaller offices, posts which are filled by 
nomination subject to a qualifying Civil 
Service examination, and persons who 
have received nominations, but reach such 
a low standard in the examination that 
their ultimate success is improbable, are 
not as a rule allowed to try again, it 
being in their own interests that they 
should at once seek more suitable employ- 
ment. 

THE DISTRICT MESSENGER 
COMPANY. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, will he 
state whether the District Messenger 
Company pays any royalty or tax to the 


Messenger Company’s services, consider 
the propriety of ceasing to exact from the 
company the royalty hitherto paid by it. 


Mr. HANBURY: The company pays 
a royalty on telegraph call boxes caleu- 
lated at the rate of 6d. per call box, with 
a general royalty of £25 per annum. 
This royalty is exacted on account of the 
company’s operations in the use of such 


‘call boxes being an infringement of the 


Postmaster General’s telegraph monopoly, 


| On the 14th of April, 1891, a decree was 


made by the Queen's Bench Division 
restraining the company from trans- 
mitting telegrams and conveying letters 
in violation of the exclusive privileges 
conferred upon the Postmaster General ; 
and the company has since carried on 
business as regards telegrams and letters 
under the licence and authority of the 
Postmaster General. The company is 
required to pay to the Postmaster 
General 1d. upon each letter which it 
delivers, and pay over such postage to 
the Postmaster General. On the other 
hand, the Postmaster General pays to the 
company for services rendered 4d. per 
letter out of moneys voted by Parliament. 
The amounts paid over by the company 


| appear in the finance accounts presented to 


Parliament under the heading of “ Gross 
Receipts.” They are not shown separately. 
The Post Office organised an express 
delivery service for the purpose of meet- 
ing a public want as soon as this was 
ascertained to exist, and the service is 
largely used by the pubbic. Its establish- 
ment has not resulted in a loss to the 
Department, and it is believed to be pro- 
fitable ; but owing to its being worked in 
connection with the other services of the 
Department it is not possible to state 
exactly the amount of profit earned. _ It 
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is not proposed to make any further re- 
duction in the Royalty upon call boxes, 
or to increase the payment made to the 
company for the delivery of letters. 


Questions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I ask | 


my right hon. friend whether he can 
arrange that this royalty shall appear 
separately in the finance account, and 
whether he is aware that eleven out of 
nineteen Cabinet Ministers are box- 
holders ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I cannot say any- 
thing about the latter point, but with re- 


gard to a separate account I think a) 


Return ought to be made to the House 
showing what the expenses are. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will my 
right hon. friend agree to a Return if I 
move for it ? 


Mr. HANBURY : Ido not like to reply 
for the Post Office, but I should think 
there would be no difficulty about it. 


JUNIOR CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINA- 
TIONS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury will he 
explain why it is proposed to amend the 
rules of the Civil Service Commissioners, 
which provided that those who passed the 
Junior Civil Service Examinations could, 
when competing for other Civil Service 
examinations, deduct from their actual 
age any time up to five years which they 
may have spent in the service, so that a 
junior can now only deduct one year 
when competing for an Excise assistant- 
ship; whether he is aware that this rule 
would operate hardly against persons who 
entered the service under the old rules ; 
and whether he will take steps to exempt 
from the operations of the new rule the 
said persons. 


Mr. HANBURY: The principal reason 
for this change was that it is considered 
inexpedient in the interests of the public 
service that anyone should become an 
assistant of Excise at an age exceeding 
twenty-three years. More than a year’s 
notice of this change was given, as it will 
not come into force until July next; so 
that anyone interested has ample time to 
make his arrangements. There seems no 
reason for any further postponement of a 
desirable reform. No vested interest in 
the old regulations can be recognised. 
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CUSTOMS WATCHERS. 

Mr. STEADMAN : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he has 
taken any steps to carry out the sugges- 
tions made by him with a view to increas- 
ing the wages of deserving Customs 
watchers after a certain number of years 
service ; and can he hold out any hopes 
that such improved conditions of service 
will be assured to these men. 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes; improved 


conditions of service will be assured to 


the more deserving Customs watchers 
after a certain number of years service. 


SCOTTISH SHERIFF COURT PRO- 
CEDURE. 

Mr. WALLACE (Perthshire): I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate if any report 
has yet been received from the Depart- 
mental Committee on Sheriff Court Pro- 
cedure appointed more than two years 
ago ; and, if such report has been received, 
whether the Government propose to take 
any action on the same; and, if no report 
has yet been made, can he state when the 
same may be expected. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHaM Murray, Buteshire): The 
Report has not yet been made, nor can I 
name any definite time at which it may be 
expected. The reference to the Committee 
was a very wide one, and the constitution 
of the Committee is such that it can only 
meet during the winter months. 


CARRICKMACROSS WORKHOUSE. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the number of admissions to the 
Carrickmacross workhouse during the 
past year, according to the report recently 
issued by the local board, appears to be 
about twice as great as the admissions to 
Castleblaney and Monaghan workhouses, 
although the valuation of Carrickmacross 
union is only about half the valuation of 
Monaghan and less valuation than Castle- 
blaney union ; whether he is aware that 
the admissions to the Carrickmacross 
workhouse during the past twelve months 
was about three times as great as to Clones 
workhouse, and that the 2,172 admis- 
sions to Carrickmacross workhouse during 
the year were almost entirely composed 
of tramps or casuals; and whether the 
Local Government Board inspector for 


3B 
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Carrickmacross district has reported on | 
this matter and suggested any remedy ; | 
and, if not, will he ask for a report, with 
a view to preventing further loss to the | 
ratepayers of Carrickmacross union by 
having to support a number of persons 
who do not belong to the district. 


Questions. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The figures in the first and 
second paragraphs are approximately 
correct. The Local Government Board 
are not aware that the admissions to the 
Carrickmacross workhouse during the | 
past year were almost entirely composed 
of tramps or casuals, though it is pro- 
bable that a large proportion of the 
admissions did belong to this class. The 
Board’s inspector has made no special 
recommendations as to the relief to be 
afforded to the tramps, but the Board 
have issued circulars on the subject to 
boards of guardians from time to time, 
and are prepared to instruct the inspector 
to confer with the Carrickmacross guar- 
dians at any time in the matter should the 
guardians so desire. 


DROMORE RIVER FLOODS. 

Mr. DALY: | beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that at 
recent meetings of the Monaghan County 
Council complaints were made against 
the Board of Works and the Lough Erne 
Drainage Board in consequence of the 
flooding of thousands of acres of land 
between Ballybay, Sporthall, and Coot- 
hill, owing to the want of drainage of the 
river passing through these districts ; and 
whether he will take steps to prevent a 
recurrence of the flooding of the districts 
mentioned by clearing an obstruction in 
the Dromore river near Tullyvin, and thus 
prevent a loss of the crops of the people 
holding land in the low-lying districts 
between Ballybay and Tullyvin. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Representa- 
tions to the effect mentioned in the first 
paragraph have already been made by the 
County Council to the Board of Public 
Works, and the matter has been investi- 
gated by that Department, who have in- 
formed the Council that as the Dromore 
river is not within the area of any drain- 
age district no steps can be taken by the 
Board with a view to the removal of the 
obstruction complained of. 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 


LIMERICK TELEGRAPH MESSENGERS. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: T beg to 


|ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 


representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, seeing that the telegraph 
messengers of Limerick are entitled to 
receive one halfpenny per message on all 
messages they deliver, he will explain 
why this payment has been withheld from 
them during the past three months ; and, 
will he take steps for the arrears to he 
paid and the rule of one halfpenny per 
message to be observed regularly in 
future. “ta 


Mr. HANBURY: It is not the case 
that the telegraph messengers are entitled 
to receive one halfpenny per message on 
all messages they deliver. The payment 
made to them is already high and cannot 
be increased ; and no arrears are due. 


CAHIR POST OFFICE. 

Mr. MANDEVILLE (Tipperary, §.): 
I beg toask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether it is the intention of the Depart- 
ment to build a new post office in the 
town of Cahir, county Tipperary ; and if 
so, when will they be prepared to com- 
mence the work of building it. 


Mr. HANBURY: A scheme for the 
erection of a new post office at Cahir is 
under the consideration of the Post Office, 
but has not yet been sanctioned by the 
Postmaster General. I cannot, therefore, 
state when the building is likely to be 
commenced. ‘ 


DUBLIN SORTING STAFF. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
a memorial received by the Controller, 
Dublin, over three months ago, from 
members of the Dublin staff complaining 
of punishments for the mis-sending of 
letters, alleging that the increase in mis- 
sending was due to insufficiency of time 
at roads, and the quick rate at which p.m. 
despatching officers have to sort corre- 
spondence, the sorting of letters on the 
new divisions, and asking that letter- 
despatching officers be exempt from 
sorting at the primary tables in the 
evening ; and can he state whether the 
memorial has been acknowledged yet; 


_and if so, with what result. 
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1333 Questions. 


{26 Juty 1900} 


Mr. HANBURY: The memorial was | 


duly received and acknowledged by the 
Controller, Dublin. Inquiry has shown 
that some additional force is necessary on 
evening duty in the Dublin Sorting Office, 
and steps are being taken to afford relief. 
For the present extra staff is brought on 
duty whenever it is known that the work 
will be heavier than the average. The 
bulk of the mis-sending is found to be 
confined to comparatively few men, and 
increases when these men are on duty. 
No record of mis-sending is made against 
any officer when there is any doubt as to 
his responsibility. 


COUNTY KILKENNY POSTAL 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing 
whether he can explain the delay in 
establishing the house to house delivery 
of letters in the townlands of Boggan 
and Blanchfieldboy, county Kilkenny, 
and say when it will come into opera- 
tion. 


Mr. HANBURY: A_ house-to-house 
delivery of letters once a week was com- 
menced on the 18th of June in the town- 
lands of Boggan and _ Blanchfieldboy, 
county Kilkenny. There are very few 
letters for these places, and a more 
frequent delivery is not at present 
warranted. 


COAGH (TYRONE) POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 


the Postmaster General, | 


whether he has recived a further detailed | 


statement from the residents of Coagh, 
county Tyrone, suggesting how the 
defects in their postal service could be 
remedied at slight, if any, cost; and, 
whether the Coagh memorial praying for 
redress, which was refused last year on 
the ground of expense, will be recon- 
sidered in view of the fresh information 
furnished. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General has received a further detailed 
statement from the inhabitants of Coagh, 
county Tyrone, suggesting how a better 
postal service to that place could be pro- 
vided. The desired improvements, how- 


ever, could not be afforded without con-| 


siderable additional cost. 


\ 
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service between Cookstown and Coagh 
could be provided at practically the same 
cost as the present service between 
Moneymore and Coagh, which does not 
seem likely, considerable additional ex- 
penditure would still be necessary in 
order to maintain the existing delivery to 
places on the road between Moneymore 
and Coagh ; and such expenditure would 
not be warranted. 


Questions. 


BUNDORAN MAILS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL:I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether his 
attention has been directed to the incon- 
venience entailed on the inhabitants of 
Bundoran by the delay in the day mails 
from Dublin and the consequent inability 
to reply by evening post to letters re- 
ceived by those mails ; whether he is 
aware that the Bundoran letters are 
sent by the 6.5 a.m. train from Dublin, 
via Portadown and Omagh ; are detained 
at Omagh, where they arrive at 9.30 a.m., 
till 12.25; do not reach Bundoran till 
3 p.m. ; and are not delivered till 4 p.m., 
the time when the evening mail goes out ; 
whether he is aware that, while an ex- 
press train leaves Dublin at 9 a.m., and 
reaches Bundoran, vid Clones, at 1.40 
p-m., the letters for Bundoran are sent 
some hours earlier and reach Bundoran 
some hours later than the parcel 
post, which is sent by this train; 
whether letters for Bundoran could be 
sent from Dublin by the 6.5 a.m. train, 
which arrives in Enniskillen at 10.5 a.m. 
and be taken up by the express passing 
Enniskillen at 12.33, and due in Bun- 
doran at 1.40; and whether immediate 
steps will be taken to secure that letters 
should reach Bundoran from Dublin in 
time to be answered by the evening post. 


Mr. HANBURY: These letters now 
arrive at Bundoran at 2.25 p.m., and are 
sent out for delivery at 2.50 p.m. Some 
persons, however, living near the end of 
the delivery do not receive them in time 
to post replics for the return mail at 
4 p.m. During the summer months an 
express train, as stated in the question, 
leaves Dublin at 9 a.m., and to reach 
Bundoran at 1.40 p.m. This train, how- 
ever, could not be used for correspond- 
ence from Omagh and other places north 
of Dundalk, and even if it were used for 
the mails from Dublin, it is doubtful 


Even if aj| whether the residents at Bundoran would 


3B2 
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be willing that the afternoon delivery 
should be made before the arrival of the 
correspondence from Omagh, etc. The 
question whether a double service to Bun- 
doran would be justified during the sum- 
mer is being considered, and if that is 
found to be the case, inquiry shall be 
made as to the wishes of the residents in 
regard to the time of the delivery. 


Questions. 


DRUMCONRATH POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the Postmaster General has re- 
ceived a memorial influentially signed by 
the gentry and traders of Drumconrath, 
asking for the establishment of direct 
postal communication between Drum- 
eonrath and Nobber; and whether it is 
intended to establish the service asked 
for ; and, if so, when. 


Mr. HANBURY: This memorial has 
been received. 
for the postman from Nobber and the 
postman from Drumconrath to meet every 
week day at Summerhill and exchange 
letters. By this means local letters will 


be available to callers at the Post Office | 


at either place shortly after one o’clock on 
the day of despatch. This arrangement 
will be commenced at an early date. 


CORK POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the Postmaster General 
has considered the memorial presented 
more than twelve months ago from the 
residents of Ashburton, Dillon’s Cross, 
Mayfield, and neighbourhood on_ the 
north-east side of the city of Cork, to 
have a post office established at Dillon’s 


Cross, the district being at present 
only served by a wall letter-box ; 
and whether, in view of the fact 


that the nearest post office is a mile away 
from the greater portion of the district in 
question, which is one where the popula- 
tion is increasing and many new houses 
are being built, and of the inconvenience 
caused by the present want of postal 
facilities in this important and growing 
district, a post office will be opened there, 
as requested. 


{COMMONS} 


It is proposed to arrange | 
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Mr. HANBURY: No such memorial 
has been received. The Postmaster 
General has called for a report, and will 
communicate his decision upon it in due 
course to the hon. Member. 


Questions. 


CLONES WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. MACALEESE — (Monaghan, 
'N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre. 
|tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
|land is he aware that dissatisfaction 
| exists among the inhabitants of Clones 
| with the quality of the water supplied to 
| that town ; and can he say when a report 
| upon the condition of the filter beds of 
| this supply was received from the sanitary 
| officer; and will he instruct the Local 
| Government Board to send an inspector 
| to Clones to report upon this matter, so 
| that all apprehension as to the purity of 
the water may be allayed. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No represen- 
tations have been made to the Local 
/Government Board as to the quality of 

the Clones water supply, and the Board 
| are unable to say when a report upon the 
condition of the filter beds was received 
from the sanitary officer. The medical 
| inspector of the Board has been directed 
to make special inquiries into the matter 
on the occasion of his next visit to 
Clones. 
ROSSAVALLEY (FERMANAGH) 
TENANTRY. 
| Mr. DOOGAN : [beg to ask the Chief 
| Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
| land if he can explain why the tenants of 
Rossavalley, county Fermanagh, who pur- 
chased their holdings from Messrs. 
Bracken and Gordon, joint landlords, in 
November, 1898, have had to pay, and 
are stili paying, half-yearly instalments to 
the Irish Land Commission at the rate of 
5 percent. per annum on the purchase 
money, whilst the tenants on the adjoin- 
| ing estate of the Commissioners of Edu- 
ication, who purchased about the same 
| time, had to pay instalments at the rate 














| of only 4 per cent. per annum. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This question 


| refers to interest in lieu of rent payable 
by the tenants to the vendor pending the 
completion of the sale, and not to half- 
yearly instalments of annuities payable 
to the Land Commission. The amount 
of interest payable in such circumstances 
is a matter of agreement between the 
tenants and the landlord. 
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1337 Questions. 


IRISH PUBLIC HOUSE LICENCES. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
isk the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
arrange for an annual return of the 
number of new  public-house licences 
granted and extinguished in each quarter 
sessions division in Ireland, showing in 
each case whether the new licence was 
granted in substitution for an existing 
licence. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : I would refer | 


the hon. Member to Table 60 in the 
volume of Judicial Statistics (Ireland) for 
1899, recently presented to Parliament, 
the information in which may serve the 
purpose he has in view. If not, perhaps 
he will communicate with me further in 
the matter. 


THE BREHON LAWS. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury if he can say 
whether any and what progress is being 
made towards the publication of the 


promised volumes of the Irish Brehon | 
Laws ; and whether, on account of the | 
death in July, 1899, of the Right Rev. | 


Dr. Graves, one of the Brehon Law 
Commissioners, he deems it advisable to 
appoint another Gaelic scholar in his 
place, and so expedite the work of pub- 
lication, and give confidence to all who 
feel interested in the due preparation of 
the volumes. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Glossary, 
which will form Volume 6 of the series, is 
nearly completed, and it is hoped that it 
will be ready for printing, together with 
Volume 5, by Christmas. No special 
steps are therefore necessary to expedite 
the work of publication. 


IRISH TENANCY CONTRACTS. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Local Government Board for 
Ireland have yet obtained a test case to 
determine the question as to whether con- 
tracts of tenancy are to disqualify persons 
from being members of district councils 
whose tenants they are; and, if not, 
whether steps will be taken to settle the 


matter by a decision of the higher courts. | 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Local 
Government Board have taken proceed- 
ings in a case where a rural district 


{26 JuLy 1900} 


/sum, unless satisfactory assurance is at 
| 
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en was a tenant of a labourer’s 
cottage, but as the magistrates convicted 
| and imposed a nominal fine the case did 
| not come before the higher courts. The 
| magistrates’ decision in this case was 
‘communicated by circular to all rural 
| district councils. The Board have in- 
| structed their solicitors to endeavour to 
‘obtain a test case to decide the question 
_in the higher courts. 


MEATH COUNTY COUNCIL. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can now state why the 
county Meath was not allowed to adopt 
the Staffordshire bye-law as to resigna- 
_ tion of members of the county council. 


, Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am not 

/ aware whether the Staffordshire bye-law 

| requires confirmation by any Government 
Department. The County Meath bye- 
law, in the opinion of the Irish law officers, 
was ultra vires. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE 
RAILWAYS. 

_ Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
| ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
/he can state what steps have been taken 
| by the Fishguard and Rosslare Railways 
and Harbour Company to carry out the 
undertaking embodied in their agreement 
| with the Treasury of the year 1898 to 
| construct a direct line of raitway between 
/Cork and Fermoy ; and whether a con- 
‘tract for the construction of the line has 
'yet been entered into; and when work 
on the line is likely to be commenced. 


Mr. HANBURY: No steps have been 
‘taken towards the construction of this 
'portion of the company’s undertaking, 

and no contract has been entered into. 
|No portion whatever of the proposed 
| Treasury grant of £93,000 will be paid 
| until at least half of each line (that from 
| Fermoy to Cork, as well as that from 
| Rosslare to Waterford) is completed, and 
the grant as a whole is dependent upon 
the whole work being completed before 
Ist August, 1904. The £93,000 payable 
to the Treasury by the company has been 
allowed to remain outstanding at a low 
| rate of interest ; but in view of the appa- 
'rent reluctance to begin the Fermoy and 
Cork portion of the undertaking I propose 
| to require the immediate payment of this 
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once given that the Fermoy and Cork | and if so when, to create some tribunal, 
branch will be undertaken without further | cheap and easy of access, in Ireland, 
delay and completed before August, 1904. | other than the existing Railway and 
Canal Commissioners, to which Irish 
Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Has | traders and passengers can appeal in 
any portion of the line been surveyed ? | causes of complaint in the matter of rail- 
way rates, fares, and facilities against 
Mr. HANBURY: I have no informa- | railway companies ; whether he can state 
tion beyond that I have given. what powers (if any) the Irish Depart- 
ment of Agriculture have to deal with 
SUTTON TO CENSURE RAILWAY. | such railway questions; and whether 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask | it is proposed to give to that Department 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether | the powers now possessed by the Railway 
he is aware that the Great Northern | and Canal Commissioners to deal with 
Railway Company have, without legal | them, or in what other way the Govern- 
authority, removed the fence of the public | ment propose to meet the necessities of 
road from Sutton to Censure, and con- | the case. 
ucted a railway partly on its site and | ATT . 
oes & venway permy on fa site abd) yee 4 3, BALFOUR: The anewer 
partly on private land, and raised over a | inthe Ges dak thind teresnan of 
foot above the public road, but unfenced | Aeeg ee oe 
tines ‘aed whether encing thet the | Toe * that the passing of the Bill 
ag ie ? 5 . referred to by the hon. Gentleman will be 
only power enjoyed by the company in| |” alt ie ain chewed h 
regard to the highway between these |*COmpamied by powers obviating the 
 eormage iil - ,|hecessity for creating a tribunal dealing 
points is, under their Act of 1897, to) ith th 48 c, Pelion he suited 
make a tramway along the public road |“ sondiocsate, 227g ge _ oe 
and with the rails level with the road, | wane and the public. The Depart- 
the Irish Executive will take any steps | ment of Agriculture has power to appear 
for the public protection, and the Vindica- | 2" behalt of aggrieved persons before the 
: ae tg “| Railway Commissioners, and to pay the 
tion of the law affecting highways. , . : pa) 
sin tliat cost out of their funds. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For) Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: What are 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- | the powers which the right hon. Gentle- 
derry, N.) : Anything the Great Northern | man says will obviate an appeal ! 
Railway Company have done they have | AT ROIIP : 
done either at the suggestion or with the | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ am afraid 
consent of the countysurveyor, the officer | the hon. Member must give notice of that 
of the road authority, and for the pro- | question. T have supplied all the infor- 
tection and convenience of the public, | ™ation I have. 

On the limited information in my pos- Se i , 
session it would undoubtedly — to | onan eg i My — i 
me that prima fucie the provisions of the | MELD , weg oer 
statute have not been strictly observed. | Bes _ gg al inci ig : 
I shall carefully consider all the facts. | Treat ~ ra ~ si. denen 
, | Ireland whether the Government propose 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: Has a County | % m™sert a clause in the Local — 
of Dublin grand jury power to pene ee rege Snenet = a — 
i diecia Sideiadl ¢ _ the rights of tenants to deduct half the 
| poor rate from the landlord, and also a 
regulation to separate the poor rate from 
| other rates on demand note. 


IRISH sinus ayumi | Mr. ATKINSON: If the hon. Member 
Bg | will refer to the Bill he will observe that 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to | the matter is already sufficiently provided 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury | Sox 
whether, in view of the possibility of the; ” 
Railway Amalgamation Bill now before |; POTATO CROP—EXPERIMENTS WITH 
Parliament, which would establish a rail- ELECTRICAL CONDUCTORS. 
way monopoly over nearly three-fourths of | Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg 
the entire area of Ireland, becoming law, he | to ask the Vice-President of the Depart- 
can say whether the Government intend, | ment of Agriculture for Ireland if he can 





[No answer was given. | 
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1340 1341 (Questions. {26 Juny 1900} Questions. 1342 
now state what are the results of the in- | (¢) one month’s consolidated income from 
inal, quiry promised regarding certain experi- the 1st June, 1900, namely, £8 6s. 8d., or 
and, J ments made by Mr. O’Sullivan, of Athea, a total sum of £41 13s. 4d. would be re- 
and county Limerick, in the improvement of mitted to him ; and in the event of items 
rish J the potato crop by the introduction of (b) and (c) having been remitted in such 
| in electricity through lightning conductors cases and item (a) withheld, can he say 
rail- J distributed through the crops by means why, and whether item («) will be made 
inst J} of wires, by which it was stated that an good to the teachers. 
woe increase of 80 per cent. was shown. 
are Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The promises 
vith THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE contained in the memorandum referred 
her | DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE. to are being fully carried out. Payments 
ent | yor IRELAND (Mr. PLunxkett, Dublin under (a) take a little longer time to 
ee | County, 8.): A Departmental inspector determine than those under ()) and (ce), 
vith has visited Athea to make inquiry on this but all such amounts falling due in the 
ag subject. The inspector reported that the June quarter will have been discharged 
s of experiments conducted last year by Mr. about the close of the current month. 
O'Sullivan to test the influence of elec- 
wer tricity on the growth of potatoes were... cuppe i =e 
the too limited in potato to sere conclu- ee - tiga apes manmaueneen 
Bill sive deductions. Similar experiments on | CAPTAIN DONELAN : I beg toask the 
| be a larger scale are, it is stated, in progress Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
the this year under Mr. O’Sullivan’sdirection, Of Ireland if he can say what steps it is 
ing and will be watched with interest by the proposed to take to safeguard the interests 
vay Department. of the teachers in contributory unions in 
at view of the fact that the direct grant, 
car IRISH SCHOOL TEACHERS’ BONUS. ow to be included in the Education 
the Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to png Aa oo 
the ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord an ee 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether teachers Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: For the 
are of the National schools (Ireland) who, future, existing penchens of National 
le- sgendcedine: ype bbe — schools in unions that have hitherto been 
to an annual bonus, will get credit for eonteibaioey will have jodeded intheit 
these amounts when the new salaries pana AB State sineien the: andinieii 
uid under the new rules are being fixed. voted by the unions. In the case of 
oz Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Existing | future teachers no disparity wil! exist. 
teachers who have hitherto been entitled ee 
to an annual bonus will get credit for the Mr. MAURICE HEALY : I beg to 
TE amount when the new salaries are being ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
determined Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can now 
f ‘ state definitely what arrangements will 
‘or be made to secure that National teachers 
a IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ jn workhouses will suffer no loss from the 
n- INCOME. abolition of result fees, and that an allow- 
ne Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the | ance will be made to them corresponding 
he Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | in amount to that hitherto allowed by the 
3 of Ireland whether his attention has been | guardians for result fees. 
a drawn to a memorandum as to pro-| 
visional payments of income to teachers, Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do not 
of National schools issued in June last by | think I can add to the statement already 
er the National Education Board, Ireland, in| made by me in answer to the previous 
at which a section of paragraph 5 laid down | question of the hon. Member, namely, 
ed that if a teacher’s results period did not | that it will be open to the guardians to 
usually terminate till the 3lst May, he pay to teachers in workhouse schools a 
| would be paid as the June quarter's re-| bonus equivalent to the average of the 
. mittance (a) £20, the equivalent of twelve | results fees for the last three years after 
months results fees, etc. ; (b)two months | each examination, if the report of the 
Ms salary, etc., up to the 31st May, 1900, at | inspector upon the school be in every 
vi the old rate, equal to £13 6s. 8d.; and | respect satisfactory 
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CANADIAN EXPORTS TO GERMANY. | 


GENERAL LAURIE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
seeing that the Tariff Law passed by the | 
German Reichstag, pending the negotia- 
tions tor the Commercial Treaty with the 
British Empire, specially excluded Canada 
and Barbados from the most-favoured- 
nation treatment for their products, on the 
grounds that Canada and Barbados had 
specially given preferential advantages 
under their tariff laws to the British 
Empire, and had not admitted other 
countries to these advantages ; whether 
he is aware that this discrimination 
against the products of Canada, which 
was enacted because Canada had, as 
above stated, discriminated in favour of 
the mother country, has diminished the | 
importation of Canadian products into | 
Germany ; and whether there is any 
intention to offer her any compensating | 
advantages in trade. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no| 
accurate information as regards the | 
grounds on which the Government have 
taken action, nor as to the effect of that 
action on the imports from Canada to 
Germany. As regards the last paragraph | 
of the question, my hon. friend is probably | 
aware that the exports of Canada to 
this country are already free. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
(Stirling Burghs) : Perhaps the Leader of | 
the House will tell us what will be the 
business next week, and I would specially 
ask him whether the Report of the 
Colonial Office Vote will be taken at such 
a time as will permit of further discussion. 
Yesterday we had a short discussion, | 
which was closured, and there was no 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I thought there 
was some undercurrent of objection. As 
regards the Report stage of the Vote, 
there is one opportunity on which the 
Report of Votes can be taken at an early 
hour—the last day of Supply. The 
Government have no views as to how that 
day up to ten o’clock should be allocated, 
and I would certainly regard what may 
be any general wish. On Monday next 
the first business will be the resolution to 
introduce the financial proposals of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. I do not 
know whether the House would desire to 
take a general discussion at that stage or 
to defer it until the Second Reading 
stage. For various reasons I think it 
would be more convenient to defer dis- 
cussion until the Second Reading, because 
I am anxious to proceed with the Com- 
panies Bill on Monday. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s statement 
be made by resolution in Committee of 
Ways and Means ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that I have a very 


‘important notice down on the motion to 
| go into Committee 7 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 


aware of it, and I regret to hear it. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Mr. HALsEy reported from the Com- 


mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 


Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
| Manufactures :—Mr. Brodie Hoare, Mr. 
| Charles M‘Arthur, and Sir James Wood- 


opportunity for detailed inquiries which | house ; and had appointed in substitu- 





Members desired to make. 
| 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think | 
that yesterday’s was a short discussion. | 
It lasted until half-past seven o’clock, as | 
the House knows, and was nearly as long | 
as it would have been on the night I in- | 
tended to set apart for the Vote, though | 
on an appeal from the right hon. Gentle- | 
man I transferred the discussion to a | 
Wednesday. | 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 

I merely mentioned that it was closured. 





tion: Mr. Round, Mr. Kemp, and Mr. 
John Wilson (Durham). 


Mr. HAtsey further reported from the 
Committee, That they had discharged the 
following Members from theStanding Com- 
mittee on Law and Courts of Justice, and 
Legal Procedure :—-Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Mr. H. S. Foster, Mr. Flower, and Mr. 
Yerburgh ; and had appointed in substi- 
tution: The Lord Advocate, Mr. Loder, 
Colonel Milward, and Viscount Cran- 
borne. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 
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MEMBERS OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES 
RELIEF BILL (Lords. ] 


Read the first time; to be read a 


second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 313.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Beer Re 
tailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ire- 
land) (No. 2) Bill, with Amendments. 
That they have agreed to—Amendment 
to Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill 
(Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“ An Act to Amend the Law relating to 
the Exportation of Arms, Ammunition, 
and Military and Naval Stores.” Pro- 
hibition of Exportation of Arms Bill 
[Lords]. 


PROHIBITION OF EXPORTATION OF 
ARMS BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 314.] 


QUARRIES (RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 


Order for Committee [this day] read, 
and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 
Order for Committee read. 


THE INDIAN BUDGET. 
*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The statement I propose to 
make to the House, as those acquainted 
with the finances of India are aware, 
covers a period of three years, and 
the period with which I have to deal 
commences with April, 1898, and _ ter- 
minates in April, 1901. In two out of 
those three years a drought of unparal- 
leled dimensions, intensity and duration 
has upset the normal finances of the year, 
and inflicted terrible sufferings on a large 
portion of the population of India. I be- 
lieve the House takes more interest in the 
cause of this abnormal affliction than in 
the ordinary prosaic comparisons be- 
tween the revenue of different years. 
So I propose to devote a consider- 
able part of my _ statement to 
describing the extent, progress, and future 
prospects of this terrible calamity. 
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) designate an affliction of this kind by the 


word “famine.” But I donot think that 
word, although perhaps it may be the best 
word in our language, quite accurately de- 
signates the primary cause of an affliction 
of this character, and certainly does not 
convey to those who read about famine 
all the consequential evils entailed by 
drought. As the House is aware, India 


‘is one of the most purely agricultural 


countries in the world. Eighty per cent. 
of the population are usually engaged in 
agriculture, and agriculture in India, as 
elsewhere, is dependent on rain. Rut 
rain only falls at certain periods, and 
during the rest of the year a condition of 
more or less heat prevails. If rain fails 
during the periods when it ordinarily falls 
drought obtains possession of the area 
not touched by rain, and not only is there 
a lamentable curtailment of food supply 
to those living in the localities where 
there is no rain, but all means of earning 
wages ceases. It is very difficult to bring 
home to those of us who live in a densely 
populated country like Great Britain, 
where occupations are so diversified and 
varied and independent of climatic condi- 
tions, what terrible industrial paralysis 
the failure of the monsoon causes to those 
districts in India which are not adequately 
watered. The supply of food is almost 
the least of the ditticulties with which the 
Indian Government have to contend. 
There is always a sufficiency of food in 
the great continent of India, even in years 
of drought. Owing to the increase of 
communication and the development of 
railway enterprise that food can with 
greater ease be carried to the districts 
which are distressed. The real difficulty 
is that of distribution and the supervision 
of distribution. Cattle are the only 
means of transport in rural India. In a 
period of drought vegetation ceases and 
cattle die. The number of officials at 
the disposal of the Indian Government 
is limited, and it is absolutely impos- 
sible to organise a system of  super- 
vision of distribution which would enable 
food to be brought to the multitudinous 
villages, and consequently it becomes 
necessary to take people from their 
villages and aggregate them in various 


‘places where supervision may be exercised 


and distribution of food may be made 
effective. Therefore the House should 


bear in mind that when a calamity of this 
It is | 
the practice in this country always to) 


kind occurs it is not merely that people 
are deprived of their crops, but all means 
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of earning a livelihood disappear, vegeta- | 
tion ceases, their cattle die, and to keep | 
them alive it is necessary to have recourse | 
to the dislocation of the whole system of | 
village and agricultural communities in | 
India. All these difficulties the people in | 
the distressed districts have borne with | 
consummate patience and_ resignation, | 
and I am glad to say there has been a re- | 
markable absence of crime throughout the 
great majority of these districts. The | 
House may perhaps like to know what 
are the dimensions of the present famine. 
Taking the most accurate data we have 
of the last three serious droughts, we 
find that in 1876 the area affected was 
205,000 square miles and the population 
36,000,000. In 1896 the area affected was 
275,000 square miles and the population 
52,000,000. This year I am sorry to say | 
the area affected beats the record. It is | 
420,000 square miles and _ contains 
62,000,000 of people. I am sorry to 
say the intensity and duration of the | 
drought within that area is greater than 
in preceding droughts. The number of 
people on relief works in the last great 
drought on Ist January was 636,000. | 
This year on Ist January the number was 


| 


2,750,000. On 14th July, in the last, 
drought, the number in receipt of 
relief was 3,300,000; the number 
at the same time this year was 


6,100,000. Now if we dismiss temporarily | 
from our minds the enormous aggregate 
mass of suffering, both physical and | 
mental, that this affliction has imposed | 
upon the localities it has touched, and 
look simply at the material loss which 
these localities have sustained, the 
figures assume most sericus dimensions 
It is very difficult to get accurate agricul- | 
tural statistics as regards the edible crops, | 
because a large proportion is consumed in | 
the districts producing them, but we have 
more accurate statistics relating to the 
great agricultural exports, and I take 
these as an illustration of the loss which | 
the country has sustained, putting on 
one side all other considerations. The | 
wheat cropin a normal year is estimated 
to amount in value to £21,000,000. | 
This year I am informed it cannot be | 
more than £10,000,000. There is a loss 
in that one particular crop of £14,000,000° | 
The cotton industry employs a larger | 
number of persons than any other in- | 
dustry except agriculture. I mean not | 
only in the cultivation of cotton, but also | 
in the processes of manufacture, and the 


Lord G. Hamilton. 


| 
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cotton industry largely depends upon the 
supply of raw material from Indian 
sources. The value of the eotton crop in 
a normal year is £12,000,000. This year 
it cannot be more than £5,000,000. 
Another very lucrative crop is that of oil 
seeds. The average value of that crop is 
not less than £18,000,000. This year it 
has disappeared altogether outside the 
Northern Provinces. I am informed 
on reliable authority that the reduc- 
tion in the harvest in Bombay cannot 
be put at less than £15,000,000, exclud- 
ing the frightful loss in cattle. Notwith- 
standing these tremendous losses, so large 


is India, so variable is its climate, and so 


unfailing is the law of compensation— 
that which is to the detriment of one pro- 
vince being very often to the benefit of 


_ another—that if we had only had to deal 


with one year’s drought, I should, from the 
financial point of view, have been able to 
lay before the House an eminently satis- 
factory statement. But I am sorry to say 
that the reports of the last few days have 
not been at all satisfactory as regards the 
position of the monsoon, and we cannot 
dismiss the possibility that there may be 


_a partial failure of the monsoon this year. 


Before I deal with the accounts, I may 
perhaps point out to the House that they 
are now stated in sterling; previously 


‘they were stated in tens of rupees. In 


the time of the East India Company the 
rupee was converted at ls. 104d., but in 
1857-58 the exchange value was altered to 
2s,, a most convenient figure, introducing 
an unauthorised kind of decimal coinage. 
In the course of time the rupee steadily 


| fell in value, and the difference between 
| the nominal and the actual value became 


so great that it became necessary to alter 
the form of the accounts, and we took to 
stating the transactions in tens of rupees. 
That practice continued for some little 


‘time, but as during the past two years the 
| exchange value has scarcely vaied fromr 


Is. 4d. the Government in September 
last declared a gold standard in India, 
and we thought it a favourable oppor- 
tunity to state all transactions in pounds 
sterling at the rate of 15 rupees to 
the pound. The first year I have to deal 
with is 1898-99. I estimated last year a 
surplus of £2,700,000 ; the actual surplus 
realised was £2,640,000. For the year 
1899-1900 the Finance Minister estimated 
a surplus of £2,600,000, He anticipated 
a normal year and made no special provi 
sion for famine. During the year a very 
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heavy expenditure has had to be incurred 
in connection with the famine, and very 
large remissions of revenue have also had 
to be made. These in the aggregate 
amount to very nearly £3,500,000. But 
the whole of that amount is not an 
additional charge against revenue. Every 


year there is included in the expendli- | 
is allotted | 


ture a certain sum which 
to famine. If no famine occurs, that 
money is used either in constructing 
protective famine works, or in reducing the 
debt. In the year in question £730,000 
was so available, and that has been used 
for the purpose of direct famine relief. 
Therefore the amount of additional charge 
caused by the famine is only £2,631,000. 


That, of course, is a very large deduction | 
from the original estimate, but I am glad _ 


to say that we have had certain windfalls, 
and certain branches of revenue show 
such an improvement that I have more 
than a corresponding balance to show on 
the other side. 
much less in consequence of the European 
contingent which has gone to South 
Africa. The railways have given a very 
good return, nearly half a million in excess 
of the Estimate. 
large increase, and the gain on revenue 


generally is nearly £1,400,000. Adding | 


to this reductions in expenditure we get 
a gain on the Budget of last year of 
£2,870,000, and putting that against the 
loss caused by the famine, the first 
year of famine expenditure, after 


paying all expenses connected with the | 


famine, closed with the substantial sur- 


plus of £2,800,000. That put us in a 


position of exceptional financial strength 
for dealing with the famine expenditure 
of this year. When, therefore, Mr. 


Dawkins had to balance the expenditure | 


and the income for the year, he estimated 
that he might safely rely upon a normal 
monsoon for this year, a monsoon which 
would be adequate in its volume and 
effective in its distribution. 


seemed to be a prudent one, and one 
upon which we thought we might safely 
rely. 
the past ten days the accounts of the 
behaviour of the monsoon have not been 


{26 JuLy 1900} 


Army expenditure is. 


Telegraphs also show a_ 


Inasmuch as , 
it was the west of India that was affected | 
by this drought, parts which had not for | 
a century known lack of rain, his estimate | 


But I am sorry to say that during | 
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estimated in March last. For this 
| year, after all the expenditure and all the 
| loss of revenue inflicted on the Govern- 
‘ment of India by drought, they thought 
| they might rely on a surplus of £160,000. 
|About eight days ago I got the revised 
/account. The monsoon had then broken 
well, and the Indian Government thought 
t would not be necessary to make any 
'much larger provision than they included 
‘in the original estimate, and they in- 
formed me that they thought the surplus 
for this year would be about £50,000. 
| Now the monsoon was very late this year. 
In recent years the Meteorological Depart- 
'ment have established a direct connection 
| between the fall of rain in India and the 
height of the Nile flood in Egypt. For 
the last twenty years, when there has 
been a failure of rain in India, the Nile 
| flood has been low. Last year the flood was 
‘one of the lowest on record, and the failure 
of the monsoon was exceptionally bad. 
This year the Nile flood was normal, and 
| that inspires the hope that ultimately the 
/monsoon will fulfil its normal course. But 
on Tuesday night I received a telegram 
from the Viceroy in which he stated that 
after consulting with the Finance Depart- 
' ment, he had come to the conclusion that 
it would be necessary to provide for an 
additional £1,200,000 for famine relief 
and the remission of land revenues. So 
that, instead of a surplus of £160,000, a 
deficit of £826,000 is now contemplated. 
I will read a telegram from the Viceroy, 
which states the facts upon which this 
estimate of increased expenditure is based. 
It is dated Simla, 25th July, 9 a.m.— 
“Since my famine telegram to you of 20th 

| July, conditions have changed decidedly for 
'worse. No rain has since fallen in the Punjab, 
Sind, or Gujerat ; insignificant rain in North 
Western Provinces, Bombay, Deccan, and 
Rajputana. On West Coast ordinary mon- 
| soon current has failed, and there are no pre- 
| sent indications of revival. It is, therefore, 
not impossible that we may be faced, at any 
|rate in Gujerat, Kathiawar, Baroda, an 
South-West Rajputana, with a far more 
serious situation than has yet arisen, while 
should monsoon continue to hold off a large 
part of India may be in for a second consecu- 
tive year of famine.” 


Budget. 


| Then Lord Curzon, with his character- 
istic vigour, adds— 


| “Tam going down myself on Monday to 
| Gujerat to spend a week in the distressed 





at all satisfactory, and I am afraid that districts and personally inspect the state of 
we must contemplate a very con-| affairs.” 

siderable expenditure over and above |The Viceroy and Lord Northcote will 
that which the Indian Government | consult together, and before the end of 
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the week we shall no doubt have a|June has increased by nearly one- 
further report of the state of affairs. I half over the death-rate for May. 


have now a telegram from the Governor 
of Bombay of the same date as the 
Viceroy’s telegram, but despatched at 
4.15 p.m. As he is much nearer to the 
distressed area, we may assume that this 
telegram is some twenty-four hours later 
than Lord Curzon’s— 


“Your telegram, 2lst July. Rainfall has 
been generally sufficient for agricultural pur- 
poses in Surat and Southern Gujerat States. 
Some rain has fallen in part of Broach, where 
cotton sowings being actively prosecuted ; but 
more rain is urgently required in Kaira, Ahme- 
dabad, Panch Mahals. Rain not sufficient for 
agricultural purposes except in a few places. 
Two-and-a-half inches of rain have fallen 
since yesterday, Godhra, Panch Mahals ; one 
in several parts Ahmedabad; over half an 
inch in parts Kaira; rain sufficient in parts 
Baroda, adjoining Surat ; no rain anywhere in 
Okhamandal division, Baroda; rainfall to 
date insufficient in the remainder of Baroda, 
where extensive failure of crops inevitable 
unless good rain falls in a few days.” 


The area most severely threatened is 


a part of Bombay known as Gujerat, | 


the richest and most fertile of the pro- 
vinces of Western India, and for 100 
years it has not known what drought is. 


It is a great cattle-breeding district and | 


a country where the people to a large 
extent live upon a milk diet. 
in that part of the country only four 


We have | 


small collectorships, and these are ex- | 
ceedingly difficult to administer, because | 


they are inhabited by a great number of 
the non-Aryan aboriginal tribes, who are 
not easy to manage in times of drought. 
They are surrounded by native terri- 
tories, which have not the same supplies 


and efficiency of administration as in our | 


territories, and they are liable to be 
flooded with fugitives from the distressed 
native territories. There are four dis- 
tricts, and in the first rain has fallen ; in 
the others rain is required. The Governor 
of Bombay’s telegram proceeds as 
follows — 

“No rain worth mentioning has fallen in any 
of the districts of Kathiawar, excepting small 
area south-east, where also more rain is 
urgently needed. Cultivation at a standstill 
for want of rain in almost the whole province. 
No signs of rain. Season is far advanced for 
sowing jowar staple cereal, but bajri can be 
still mostly substituted for jowar. Still time 
for cotton. Cattle dying from starvation. 
Scarcity of water increasing day by day.” 


This refers to the northern portion 
of Gujerat, which has suffered excep- 


tionally, and where the death-rate for 


Lord G. Humilton. 


| As regards ways and means, I propose 
| to raise a loan of £3,000,900. For some 
'time past 1 have made arrangements 
| for inviting applications, and these will be 
| asked for on Friday next. It will be part of 
the unexpended balance of the borrowing 
| powers which I obtained three years ago. 
_Iassumed at that time that the greater 
portion of it would be spent in the next 
two years ; but our finances have been so 
good that I have still £9,000,000 unex- 
pended. After consultation with my 
advisers, I am of opinion that I shall be 
able, with that and other resources, to 
meet any demands which the Viceroy or 
‘the Government of Bombay may make 
between now and the end of October. 
even assuming that the rainfall this year 
is a partial failure. If the rains are 
propitious the loan will cover the re- 
quirements for the whole financial year. 
| But, of course, there may be difficulties. 
We may not be able to make available 
our existing credit ; and in that case we 
shall appeal unhesitatingly to the British 
Treasury. I have always held that where 
life can be saved by expenditure the whole 
financial resources of the Indian Govern- 
ment must be utilised ; and that if, owing 
to untoward circumstances, we are unable 
to utilise our credit, Her Majesty’s 
Government will in that case come to her 
assistance. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): Will that 
be a free grant 1 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The hon. 
Member must not anticipate. In dealing 
with the complicated conditions of this 
famine it is impossible for me now to 
anticipate the exact shape which that 
assistance ought to take. My hon. friend 
is under the impression that the Indian 
Government have been somewhat cur- 
tailed in their expenditure by desire for 
economy. I have had a table prepared of 
the total amount which the famine has cost 
India, and of the ways and _ means 
which we have, without any financial em- 
barrassment, been able to apply to meet 
this exceptional expenditure. There has 
been spent, or provision has been made 
for spending, £6,190,000 in direct relief. 
Remission of land revenue and other re 
ductions amount to £3,473,000. Loans to 
Native States for the purpose of meeting 
the famine have been £2,347,000; 
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and «advances to 
amounted to £1,098,000. 
aggregate disbursement on the part of 
the Indian Government of upwards of 
£13,100,000 sterling in two years. No- 
body who realises the magnitude of these 
figures can say—as has been said in some 


quarters—that there has been an attempt | 
to run this famine on the cheap. No> 
demand of the Government of India or of | 
Bombay has been refused ; we have com- | 
plied with every requisition, and shall | 
continue to do so as long as the object is | 


the saving of life. Let us see how far 


success or failure has attended our efforts. | 


A very considerable portion of the area 


now affected by drought was similarly | 
affected three years ago ; and any one who | 
did not very carefully study the conse- | 


quences and effects of the Indian 
drought and famine would naturally 
suppose that the mortality would be | 
higher in the districts which had been 
twice affected than in the districts 
affected for the first time. But, 


curiously enough, exactly the reverse is 
the case. In 1897 the Central Provinces, 
which suffered for the first time, were 
terribly afflicted by scarcity, and there 
was a heavy mortality. This year they 
have been even harder hit, and there is a 
larger proportion of the people on relief 
works. But, except for those districts 
where epidemics have broken out, the 
mortality has been low. 


study of the famine of 1896-97, and from 
my previous experience of the famine of 
1874, is that the first essential of success- 
ful famine administration is to get the 


people to come in early to the relief works, | 


when they are still in good physical con- 
dition. 
enough ; but if, on the other hand, from 


various reasons, the people will not come | 
on the relief works until the last stage of | 


exhaustion and inanition, their vitality is 
so low that it is almost beyond the powers 
of the authorities to revive them. They 
bring with them the germs of disease, 
which they communicate to healthy 
persons who are engaged on these works. 


Almost all the criticisms which have been | 


hostile to the administration of famine 
relief have been devoted to the conduct 


of famine affairs in the province of. 
Gujerat, which has not been afflicted by | 
famine or drought for nearly a hundred | 
years. The mortality in Gujerat has been | 


exceptionally high. It has been a source 


{26 Jury 1900} 


The conclusion | 
at which I have arrived from a careful | 


If that is done, then it is easy | 
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have |of the greatest solicitude to myself, 
That is an| Lord Northcote, and the Viceroy. I 


| have been in almost daily communication 
| with them on the subject, but it is exceed- 
ingly difficult to put your finger on any 
| mistake or error which has been made. 
| The expenditure per unit there on relief 
is higher than in any other part of 
Bombay. The works there are more 
numerous, and the number of additional 
officers drafted there is higher than in any 
other part of Bombay. The collection of 
the land revenue has been almost infini- 
tesimal. Undoubtedly the result, so far 
as mortality is concerned, is not satis- 
factory. In the past whenever famine 
operations are over it has been the 
practice to appoint a commission of 
inquiry for the purpose of investi- 
gating the various methods adopted. 
We shall have recourse to this procedure 
when this famine is over, and I hope that 
the collection of facts and the expression 
of opinions may be of use to the officials 
of the locality in dealing with subsequent 
outbreaks. But the difficulties -rhich 
the local officers have to contend 
with are enormous and almost inde- 
scribable. I saw a report of the 
origin of the terrible outbreak of Asiatic 
cholera which suddenly occurred at the 
capital of one of the provinces. An 
American gentleman, the editor of a news- 
paper, published an account of what he 
saw in the 7%imes of India. For many 
years he had devoted himself to charitable 
work, and he was a very competent 
authority to express an opinion as to the 
-enormous difficulties which the relief 
| officers have from time to time to cope 
with. There was great distress in the 
‘native States, and it was necessary, there- 
fore, that some works of a certain size 
should be put up for the purpose of giving 
employment. In the middle of April 
a large tank work was opened in 
| Godhra to meet the case of thousands of 
starving people from the outlying dis- 
tricts outside our own administration. 
Here is the account which appeared in 
the Times of India, and perhaps the House 
| will excnse me reading it, but I do so 
because it will enable hon. Members 
more fully to appreciate the almost in- 
superable difficulties which these officers 


had to contend with— 


“The story of the cholera outbreak in 
Godhra is ancient history, but it is worth re- 
telling. In the middle of April the big 
Kauelao tank work was opened in the im- 
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mediate vicinity of Godhra town to meet the | 
case of the thousands of starving people flock- | 
ing in from the outlying districts. The rush 
to this upset all calculations, and by the 20th | 
of the month over 11,000 were crowded on to a | 
work intended for only half that number. 
The administrative machinery broke down 
under the strain. . . . The people came hun- 
gry and resourceless ; and hungry and resouree- | 
less they had to remain. . . . The recedin 
waters of the tank confined within a limitec 
space an enormous number of fish, and, de- | 
prived of other food, the starving people threw 
themselves upon this unwholesome diet and 
washed it down with the foul and putrid fluid 
in the tank. A great rise in the mortality 
gave rise to suspiciuns of cholera, and on the 
20th one case was detected. On the 21st there 
was a lull; on the 22nd the storm broke, and 
200 dead bodies Jay about the camp. The 
eisuing panic was indescribable. The people | 
gathered up their loins and fled from the un- 
seen terror.” 


It is a sad tragedy, but no one can blame 
the officers on the spot for not accurately 
forecasting the actual number of persons 
who flocked in from territories not our 
own. Although there was a terrible mor- 
tality among those receiving relief, it was 
not confined to them— 

“The wife of Mr. Cooper, the superintendent 
of the work, was struck down, and sinee then 
both Mr. Cooper and his little child have 
fallen victims to the disease.”’ 


It is a sad incident, only typical, however, 
of what was going on in other districts. 
All over the distressed districts our officers 
are combating these great evils with the 
greatest courage, success, and patience. 
In proportion to their numbers many have 
fallen victims to death uncomplainingly, 
believing that their work was appre- 
ciated by those with whom they came in 
contact, and quite confident that their 
fellow-countrymen at home will not be 
harsh or unfair critics of their action. Of 
all the men who visited those works no 
one was so competent to express an 
opinion as Dr. Klopsch, the American 
gentleman to whom I have alluded. 
After a visit to those works he wrote a 
final letter to the newspapers, in which 
he gave expression to these views— 
“The more I see of the stupendous Govern- 
ment relief undertaking, the less I feel com- 
petent to criticise. With the limited number 
of intelligent workers at the Government’s 
disposal it is a marvel that so much is being 
accomplished, and on the whole so well done.” 


It has been pointed out by hon. Members 
that in their judgment my action is in- 
consistent, inasmuch as I appealed to the | 
Lord Mayor and the public for funds to | 
combat the famine, but at the same time | 


Lord G. Hamilton. 


{COMMONS} 


| benevolence ? 
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Ihave not asked the Imperial Treasury 
| to give a grant for that purpose. Hon. 


Gentlemen who have not given a close 
study to the principles of famine adminis- 
tration in India say that the fact of 
appealing to the public shows that the 
task is beyond the control of the Govern- 
ment, and that if this is the case we 


should frankly say so and come for aid to 


the Imperial Government. Those criti- 
cisms imply a very limited knowledge 
of the methods and the machinery which 
we employ in connection with famine 
administration. Many years ago, when 
the organisation was not systematised for 
the purpose of dealing with famine, money 
was subscribed by the public. Practically 
it was applied to the same objects as 
Government disbursements, and_ the 
result was that there was a great deal of 
overlapping, and distress did not get the 
full benefit of the money which was 
raised for relief. In 1878 the celebrated 
Famine Commission was appointed, of 
which Sir Richard Strachey was chairman, 
It had one of the most difficult adminis- 
trative tasks which was ever laid before 
any body of men. ‘There is no _perma- 
nent poor law in India at all ; it does not 
exist. But India is subject to periodical 
visitations that contract and expand with 
exraordinary rapidity. At one time 
drought may cause temporary distress ; a 
few weeks afterwards it may sweep the 
whole province and deprive the people of 
the means of obtaining food. What that 
Commission had to do was to improvise a 
system of poor relief so thorough and 
elastic that it could be applied to all 
these various phases of famine. They 
laid down elaborate regulations the 
principal of which was that the Govern- 
ment of India took upon itself the obliga- 
tion of finding food for all and work for 
those who were unable to obtain it, and to 
supplement this system of relief by 
kitchen poor-houses and hospitals. In 
fact, they were to take upon themselves 
as regards relieving distress a higher and 
wider obligation than was ever under- 
taken by any civilised Government in 
Europe. Ifthe Government of India took 
all these duties on itself, was there any 
sphere of action for private charity and 
The Cummission emphati- 
cally replied in the affirmative ; but they 
said that if an appeal is made to the 
public that appeal must be an authorised 
appeal of the Secretary of State and the 
Viceroy, and it must be arranged that 
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every one subscribing will see that the 
money he gives is not in deduction of the 
Government aid, but in addition to it, 
and that the work of private charity 
shall be in clearly defined spheres of 
action, separate and distinct, and in addi- 
tion to that which the Government under- 
takes. It is on that ground alone I 


appealed to the public, and not because | 
|tive machinery, are at the disposal of 


we were unable to fulfil all the obligations 
we had undertaken of ourselves. It 
was because I wanted charity and bene- 
volence to co-operate with us in that 


{26 JuLy 1900} 


} 
| 
| 


| be incurred. 
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should not be wasted, and that relief 
should be given in such a way as not,to 
prevent the people going back to their 
normal occupations, and the second 
principle that wherever life can be saved 
by expenditure there expenditure is to. 
As far as the relief of 
famine in India is concerned, the whole 
financial resources, the whole administra- 


those who are combating this terrible evil, 


|and it is only in the event of our being 
unable to give effect to the regulations 


work that I appealed to the public, for in | 


every country in the world such work is 
done by philanthropic co-operation. The 
object for which this money is asked is 
not work which the Government can 
undertake. There are four objects. 
First, to supplement the dole or the 
ration which the Government gives by 
special comforts in the shape of clothing 
or food. This is a work of discrimination, 
and it is impossible for the Government 
in the case of the enormous number of 
persons who come on the relief works 
to attempt that individual discrimination. 


The second object is to try and get | 


together committees of 
denominations, and through the instru- 
mentality of these committees to get at the 
people who from caste and other reasons 
decline to participate in any system 
of public relief. The third object is to 
give special attention to orphans, and the 
last is to make advances to the cultivators 
of the soil to enable them to commence 
agricultural operations again. That last 
burden we have put on the shoulders of 
the Indian Government, because it seemed 
to us to be a proper and _ legitimate 
function for them to discharge, and we 


all religious | 


have practically, during the past year, | 


devoted something like £1,100,000 
to that purpose, relieving to 
extent the charitable funds, and conse- 
quently enabling them to devote their 
attention exclusively to other objects. 
It is said that after all Indian Govern- 
ment aids and disbursements are regulated 


that | 


which we have deliberately laid down 
that we shall appeal for help or assistance 
elsewhere. May I just say a word to 
many hon. friends on both sides who, 
actuated by the most philanthropic 
motives, are desirous that the Imperial 
Government should, as an indication of 
sympathy and having regard to the safety 
of the people of India, contribute a large 
sum from the Imperial tinances to help 
the Indian Government in their task? [ 
quite admit that conditions may arise 
under which we may be brought face to. 
face with facts which would necessitate 
such assistance on a large scale, but I for 
one have been brought up to believe that 
if you want to encourage effective economy 
in India, if you want to ensure financial 
reform, one of the primary conditions is 
that you must make Indian finance as far 
as possible independent and self-support- 
ing. We live in a time when public 
expenditure is the fashion. There seems 
to be no class of expenditure to which a 
large portion of Members of the House 
are not ready to give their assent, and it 
is a very hard task when there is this 
craving for expenditure for the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in England, with the 
taxpayer at his back, to stop this 
growth of expenditure and to prevent 


it advancing by leaps and _ bounds. 
'There is no more unpopular and 


unpleasant task which any man can under- 


take than that of checking the demands 


by the state of their finances, that India | 


is poor, and that her poverty regu- 


lates the expenditure on famine, but 


what really regulates famine expendi- 
ture in India is the Famine Code. 
That Code makes provision for every 


conceivable contingency, and the two 


extreme principles upon which it 
is founded and which regulate its 


action are on the one hand that money 


| 
| 
\ 


so constantly falling upon him. In 
India there is just the same pressure ; 
but if the Minister of Finance in India is 
consistent in trying to keep down expendi- 
ture, because he knows he must balance 
his income and expenditure, it is his duty 
to establish an equilibrium between the 
income and the disbursements of the 
Indian Government. It is nearly twenty- 
seven years ago since I first went to 
the India Office as Under-Secretary 
of State. My chief, who was the 
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Financial Secretary at the India Office, | for this fall, a considerable reduction of 
was one of the ablest officials in the | taxation might have been looked for, 


public service. 


and we agreed on this, that the only hope | 


of effective economy, the only hope of im- 
proving the financial system, was to make 
India independent and self-supporting. 
What inducement would the Finance 
Minister in India have to endeavour year 
after year to balance income and expendi- 
ture if he knew that there were a large 
number of Members in this House who 
were prepared to press the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to give a large contribution 
to Indian finances. Therefore, if I have 
objected to and opposed premature pro- 
posals to the Imperial Exchequer it is not 
because I have not sympathy with the 
sufferings of the Indian people, but be- | 
cause I believe the course [ have adopted 
is for the truest well-being of India. I 
feel that a sound system of finance is a 
convertible term for the improvement 
of the material and industrial products of 
the country. I believe that as soon as 
this cloud passes we shall be able to make 
considerable remissions of taxation and 
so to improve and ameliorate the 
general condition of the taxpayers. 
But I admit that this policy must be con- 
ditional upon the establishment between 
the Imperial Exchequer and the Indian 
Exchequer of an absolutely just principle 
asregardstheapportionment of the charges 
in which the two Exchequers have a 
common interest, and that naturally 
brings me to the very elaborate Report, 
delivered after years of investigation, 
which Lord Welby’s Commission have 
drawn up. In this House it is the fashion , 
with a good many of my friends on both 
sides to accuse the representative of the 
India Office with taking an optimistic 
view of Indian finance. My facts and 
my figures are not the result of mere 
official optimism. We had a Commission 
consisting of men of the highest authority, 
who have spent their whole lives in ex- 
amining questions of finance, and some of 
vhom have been intimately associated 
with the Treasury here. What are their | 
main statements? They say first that 
the financial machinery of the Indian | 
Government is well organised and effec- | 
tively controlled. Then they go on to, 


say that though the growth of expendi- 
ture has exceeded the normal growth of 
revenue, this was mainly due to the in- 
creased cost of exchange due to the fall | 
in value of the rupee, and that, except | 


Lord G. Hamilton. 


We soon became friends,| They further say that during 


the 
past forty years the unproductive debt 
of India had been reduced 25 per 
cent., that the commercial services, 
the telegraphs and _post-offices, were 
worked at a considerable profit, and that 
the railway and irrigation works, with 
their far-reaching benefits, entail but a 
very slight cost. And lastly they say 
that the apportionment of charge between 
the United Kingdom and India as regards 
matters in which they have a common 
interest has on the whole been equitable 
and fair. If, then, we take a more 
sanguine view than our critics, it is be- 
cause we have our hand on the pulse of 
Indian finance. We know its vitality, 
and we are not unconscious of its weak- 
ness; but, as the Commissioners point 
out, if we can stop this fall in exchange, 
if we can in any way ensure anything 
like stability in exchange, I am perfectly 
positive it will be possible in future to 
make considerable reductions in taxation. 
Not only so, but you would offer the 
strongest inducements to capitalists in 
this country to make investments in India. 
It is often assumed in connection with 
this question of exchange that we have 
adopted a currency policy for the benefit 
of afew individuals. That was not the 
opinion of the chairman of the Commis. 
sion. The question of exchange is indeed 
the key of the situation. If we can keep 
up present prices we not only hope to 
reduce taxation in India, but also to offer 
inducements to capitalists to invest in 
that country, thereby assisting its re- 
sources. The Commission suggests prac- 
tically that a certain sum should be trans- 
ferred from one Treasury to the other ; 
and they assume that if this sum is so 
transferred, the arrangements between 
the two Governments will in future be 
practically equitable. Taking the pro- 
posals in their entirety, the amount which 
they propose should be transferred, and 
charged from one Treasury to the other, is 
£257,000. Ihave been in communica- 
tion with the various Departments con- 
cerned, and with Lord Curzon. The 
Government wish to give the most favour- 
able consideration to these proposals, and 
we hope that in the course of a few 
months we shall be able to make arrange- 
ments whereby a sum of £250,000, or 
thereabouts, shall be transferred as sug- 
gested, and India to that extent will be 
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benefited. At the same time, I am bound to 
guard myself by saying that I do not neces- 
sarily bind myself to accept all the 
detailed proposals of the Commissioners. 
] naturally pass on from Lord Welby’s 
Commission to the work we have done 
during the past year in connection with 
our object of establishing a gold standard 
associated with a limited gold currency. 
What did the experts tell us? We 
always like to consult experts. I think 
it is often pleasant to hear them talk ; 
but the real satisfaction is when 
a number of experts have _irre- 
trievably committed themselves to a 
proposition which subsequent events 
show to be wholly and utterly false. 
The experts on this occasion who were 
opposed to our policy all told us that we 
might be able to establish a gold standard 
by proclamation in India, but as to 
associating with that a gold currency or 
getting any amount of gold flowing into 
India it was an absurdity. The gold, 
they said, would gradually filter back by 
process of exchange or trade. It was 
absurd, so they alleged, to think that any 
sensible person would take to India gold 
which had an even exchange in value all 
over the world in order to exchange it 
for rupees whose monetary value de- 
creased 40 per cent. when taken outside 
India. The famine, to which I have so 
frequently alluded, caused a great falling 
off in the export trade of India; war 
broke out in the Transvaal, the world was 
deprived of its largest source of gold 
supply, and in consequence of the war 
eapenditure the price of money rose. I 
do not think I am exaggerating when I 
say that if the Committee of which the 
right hon. Gentleman was chairman 
could have foreseen that in the first year 
after they concluded their report condi- 
tions so unfavourable to the realisation of 
a gold standard and currency in India 
would have existed, they would not 
have wanted action to be taken until 
a normal state of things had been re- 
established. Yet, notwithstanding this 
rare combination of influences against us 
during the past year, so far from gold not 
going to India there has been a super- 
abundance of gold there. I do not like to 
trouble the House needlessly with figures, 
but this is really so interesting a matter 
that perhaps I may be allowed to read a 
few. There is a very large note circula- 
tion in India, and a considerable portion 
of this note circulation is covered by 
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| Government securities, the remainder by 
coined metal, either rupees or gold. The 
rupee is valued in exchange at ls. 4d., or 
at the rate of 15 rupees to the sovereign. 
In January, 1899, the note issues secured 
by metal were 15 crores 67 lakhs; against 
that was held silver, 15 crores 19 lakhs ; 
gold, 48 lakhs. In October silver had 
fallen to 12 crores 36 lakhs, and gold had 
risen to nearly 54 crores. In January 
this year silver had fallen to 6 crores 
78 lakhs, and gold had risen to about 
10} crores. At the end of May, 
of the notes for 18} crores secured 
by metal, only 44 crores were re- 
presented by silver; 145 representing 
gold. We were in consequence obliged 
to buy silver and coin it to exchange it 
for gold. We have been compelled to 
buy £1,900,000 of silver, sufficient to coir 
440 lakhs. About 1,689 lakhs of rupees, 
or £11,200,000, have been added to the 
rupee circulation since Ist April, 1899. 
I think we shall have to watch very closely 
this addition to the currency, but still I 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chairman of the Committee on the 
singular success which has attended its 
recommendations. We have got over 
the initial difficulty of the currency 
reform, and I hope that with the 
exercise of patience and _ vigilance 
we shall in measurable time have accom- 
plished the objects we have in vie. Sir 
E. Law reports that there was a large 
profit on the coinage of the silver, and in 
accordance with the recommendations of 
the Commission, he proposes to appropriate 
that to a special reserve fund which will 
facilitate our currency operations. I am 
afraid I have detained the House a 








long time, but there are a great many 
Amendments on the Notice Paper, and no 
doubt I shall be able to deal in reply to 
them with various other subjects of in- 
terest. There is only one other item of 
expenditure on which I wish to say a 
word or two—Army expenditure. The 
cost of military equipment seems to me 
to have almost escaped the control of 
the different Governments of the 
civilised world. I often wonder whether 
the great military Powers when they 
forced all the men of their nations into 
arms foresaw the result which would 
follow. The result has been that there 
has been such a demand for the manu- 
facture of arms and munitions of war 
that their manufacture has become a 
most profitable undertaking. In the old 
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days Governments for the most part 
manufactured their own arms and muni- 
tions; now there are great syndicates 
for the purpose controlled by men of 
the highest scientific attainments and 


genius, great chemists, great financiers. | 
All the modern processes of production | 


and industrial organisation are combined 
tor the purpose of making more deadly 
weapons with which men may kill one 
another. The whole resources of civilisa- 
tion are ransacked to obtain more and 
more effective weapons of warfare. The 
result is that the improvements are so 
great that it almost involves a‘ change 
every decade. No Government can 
stand aside and allow its army to be 
armed with weapons which are a few 
years old. To such an extent is the 
manufacture of arms pushed that it 
has destroyed the difference which used 
to exist between the barbarous and semi- 
barbarous and the civilised Powers. The 
civilised Powers used to keep back 
barbarism by the superiority of their arms 
and weapons, but now these great syndi- 
cates are prepared to provide barbarous 
nations with arms of the most modern 
type, provided they can pay for 
them. In these circumstances the 
Government of India have no option 
but to see that our men are 
equipped with the most modern weapons. 
An illustration of what has occurred may 
be found in China to-day. Our native 
army in India until recentiy was armed 
with the Martini rifle. We thought it 
necessary that they should have the more 
modern weapon, and we were able, with 
the assistance of the War Office, tu arm a 
considerable portion of the native army 
early in this year with Enfields. Some of 
these troops are under orders to China ; 
and had it not been for this increased 
expenditure this year, these troops would 
have been sent to China with less effective 
weapons than those possessed by the 
Chinese. I regret that we have to incur 
this exp-nditure, but it is inevitable. The 
sums wich have been paid by the British 
Government on account of the contingents 
to South Africa and China will to a very 


large extent cover the expenditure. 


In certain quarters it is suggested that, | 


because the Indian Government in ex- 


ceptional circumstances have allowed a} 


certain numberof the troops of their estab- 
lishment to go to South Africa and China, 


the Indian establishments must be in ex- | 
cess of the requirements. The emergency, 


Lord G. Hamilton. 
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‘however, was  in_ both cases alto- 
| gether exceptional, and the Indian 


| Government were perfectly justified under 
| the circumstances in doing what they 
did. Because in abnormal circumstances 
we ran a risk, it is unreasonable to sup- 
pose that when affairs return to a normal 
condition we should still continue to run 
that risk. Therefore, I can hold out no 
hope whatever of a reduction of military 
expenditure. I think, if anything is done, 
we may have slightly to increase it 
That is not due to any wish to extend 
our territory, or to adopt any aggressive 
policy. During the last year Lord 
Curzon has shown great energy and de- 
‘termination in seeing everything for him 
self ; he has passed all along the frontier. 
Two principles have been laid down for the 
regulation of our North-West Frontier 
policy. One is the subst:tution of levies 
and local Militia for British Indian troops, 
-and the other withdrawal from canton- 
ments outside the administrative frontier. 
That policy has been vigorously followed 
by Lord Curzon. He has placed a local 
Militia on the frontier, and has with- 
drawn the troops from cantonments 
outside the frontier and concentrated 
them in convenient cantonments where 
they will be in readiness to go at very 
short notice to the relief of the local 
levies if required. Suggestions have 
been made to the Indian Government to 
construct a railway down the Khaibar 
Pass, and to place a British garrison at 
Kotal, but these views did not recom- 
mend themselves to Lord Curzon and 
myself, and the only railroad made is one 
to Jamrud, in our own territory. | 
cannot leave the Indian Army without 
alluding to the irreparable loss India 
has sustained by the death of two dis- 
tinguished soldiers—Sir Donald Stewart 
and Sir William Lockhart. Sir Donald 


Stewart’s military reputation is well 
known. He was for fifteen years 
past a member of the Council 
of the Secretary of State, and a 


shrewder or more sagacious adviser never 
had a seat on that Council, and with his 
unfailing sagacity and great patience, he 
was as good an adviser in financial, poli- 
tical, and administrative questions as he 
was in military questions. Sir William 
Lockhart was a born leader of men, and a. 
man of immense force of character. He 
no doubt shortened his life by his devo- 
tion to duty, for he was undergoing a 
course of German baths when he was 
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called upon to take up the command of the 
troops in the Tirah campaign. He went 
out at’ a moment’s notice, and J fear 
that the hardships he underwent so | 
impaired his health that he was never | 
able fully to recover. There is one 
characteristic about these two great 
men. Both had rare powers of attracting 
the native officers and natives who served 
under them in such a way as to secure 
their complete confidence. There is 
another most distinguished Anglo-Indian 
soldier, Lord Roberts, who possesses this 
characteristic to a superlative degree. 
We have made enormous changes in India 
during the last ten years. Our Govern- 
ment is stronger and more solidified than | 
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there is the telegraph by which he can get 
assistance at the earliest possible moment. 
But that is not the only evil from which 
civil servants in India suffer. They have 
everything that develops—telegraphs and 
railways—and the result is that they are 
so over-burdened with correspondence, 
Reports, and Returns, that they are really 
imprisoned in their offices for the greater 
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| part of the day, and it is only when such 


a great calamity as that with which India 
is now afflicted occurs and sweeps away 
all their stereotyped procedure that these 
men are able to come out of their offices 
and join with the other forces at work in 
dealing with the trouble. Then the 
sympathy of these men brooks no denial, 
and we see them come out and toil to 





it was before that period. The material | 
prosperity of a large section of the popu- | ameliorate the condition of the sick and 
lation has greatly increased, and our| the poor. I hear from all sides in the 
mechanism of government has so im-! distressed districts of India which are 
proved and developed that I think it may | suffering such terrible loss that the work 
fairly be claimed for it that it is the most | of these men has rekindled between 
advanced and scientific system that India | the Government and the governed that 
has ever possessed. Yet sometimes I | feeling of regard and affection which 
have doubts whether our popularity has | was so marked a characteristic in India. 
increased. Sir, we have gone on im-| We havea remarkable man as Viceroy, a 
proving our administration, we have | man of untiring energy and unbounded 
passed up through various stages of ad-| power of work, and he has devoted his 
ministrative improvements, until adminis-| energy to every branch of administra- 
tration at the present moment has reached | tion. His wish is so to free the official 
the highest point of development. This | that he shall be able to get more time 
work has been accomplished by a/to give to the essentials of administra- 
great deal of labour and ability, and | tion, and therefore I am hopeful that, 
I do not think too much credit can | although one cannot but deplore the mass 
be given to those who have achieved it. | of suffering and misery through which 
We have codified the laws and simplified | India is passing, and which may occur 
procedure, and we have made uniform our | again in subsequent years —I sincerely 
methods of administration, but, looking | hope and believe that the outcome of this 
at all these great improvements, can it be | misfortune will not be without its benefits 
said that they are as palatable to the | to India, that the wounds and scars which 
people to whom they are applied as the this terrible calamity has inflicted may 
older and cruder system? We have no | be forgotten, and that interchange of 
iault to find with those who have ad-| kindly feeling and mutual regard among 
ministered the laws. They are fully up| all classes who have fought the common 
to the standard of those of earlier years | fight may be a lasting and increasing in- 
in intelligence and sense of duty, but they | fluence in guiding the future fortunes of 
lo not get the opportunities which were | India. 

ifforded to the young men who formerly | 

went out from here to serve in India| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
sarly in life and usually spent their lives | ‘That the Speaker do now leave the 
there, being placed, not infrequently, in | Chair.”—(Lord G. Hamilton.) 

solated positions in which they had to | 

depend on their own resources for the! *Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
preservation of law and order. That has | ton, E.): I am sure the House is greatly 
all gone. We have passed from the old | indebted to the noble Lord for the admi- 
patriarchal methods. The gentlemen who | rable statement he has made. I have 
go out to India now are in a different | been struck by the pathos, eloquence, 
position. | Everybody has a _ code and luminous exposition of detail which 
for everything, and if the code fails) has characterised his masterly speech 


' 302 
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I think it will rank among the fore- 
most statements of Indian finance 
that have been made to this House. 
The noble Lord has gone over the 
greater part of the ground over which 
it is usual to travel, and he _ has 
also dealt in a sympathetic manner with 
the great calamity from which India is 
suffering, and has brought before us the 
difficulties which he and his colleagues 
have had to face in this difficult situation. 
There are one or two points on which, 
perhaps, I do not quite agree with him and 
on which I may have to express my views 
in a few words, and beyond that I do not 
propose to trouble the House at any 
length. I should like, however, to add 


my testimony to the great loss India has | 


sustained in the death of the great 
soldiers to which the noble Lord has 
referred. I was associated with Sir 
Donald Stewart when I was in office as 
Secretary of State, and I can state that 
not only was he one of the wisest of 
military advisers, but also one of the 
soundest financiers and most practical 
men in administration. We have sus- 
tained another loss this year, happily not 
occasioned by death. I deeply regret 
that one of the eminent civil _ ser- 
vants to whom the administration of India 
has been entrusted has found himself 
compelled to deprive the Indian Govern- 
ment of his services—I refer to Mr. 
Dawkins, to whom the greater part 
of the credit for the reform of the 
Indian currency belongs. There were 
several figures given by the noble Lord 
which were interesting to the House, and 
one or two I should like to supplement. 
I quite admit that the Currency Com- 
mission did not anticipate the calamity 
that has fallen on the Empire of India 
during the last few months. I am sure 
that the members of that Commis- 
sion would not have signed that Report 
and adopted so great a change if they had 
known that within a year we should be 
engaged in a war with South Africa, 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would have issued the largest loan since 
1815, and that India would be suffering 
from a terrible famine. As. far as we 
can see at present everything that has 
transpired since is encouraging as to 
the probable succcess of the currency 
policy. 
the unfavourable predictions have been 
falsified, but he has not told us the effect 
of this change upon trade. The House 


Sir Henry Fowler. 
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will remember the abnormal condition of 
trade as far as famine is concerned, 
and the state of things produced in 
the cotton trade as far as China in 
concerned. The total trade of India, in 
and out, was in 1898 105 millions; in 
1899, 109 millions and a quarter ; and in 
1900, 115 millions and a quarter. So far 
as exports were concerned, in 1898 they 
were 56 millions; in 1899 65 millions; 
and in 1900 65 millions, notwithstanding 
that the export of wheat and rice was 
necessarily reduced by the diversion into 
the famine districts. I understand from 


Budget. 


| the accounts that, on the Ist April, 1399, 


the currency of gold in reserve was two 
millions sterling, and on 7th March, 1900, 
seven tuillions sterling, and, in addition, 
the Secretary of State had accumulated 
in London a million and a half of gold, 
So the aggregate of gold under the 
control of the Secretary of State was 
eight millions and a half. Now, there 
must be in India a silver reserve. 
The noble Lord has had this year to 
buy silver. There is one factor it is 
impossible to pronounce accurately upon 
—the quantity of silver necessarily 
diverted into the famine districts, and 
that may disturb calculations. I under- 
stand the Indian Government intend to 
have a gold reserve of five millions. 
Beyond that, they propose to give gold 
in exchange for silver. The gold taken 
from currency in payment of notes 
is £150,700. I mention that as showing 


| that the people are still pursuing the old 


habits of trade, and that the Report of 


‘the Committee that the great bulk of the 


internal transactions of India would con 
tinue to be carried on in silver is being 
borne out and the quantity of gold cireu- 
lated is equally small. The gain is in the 
fixity of exchange between this country 
and India, and estimating the cost of a 
common denomination. I hope this great 
change which has marked the administra- 
tion of the noble Lord will act most 
beneficially on the trade, commerce, taxa- 
tion, and prosperity of India. As far as 
Ican gather, a sum of money has evi- 
dently been exported from this country 
to India for investment in India. With 
reference to the famine | have nothing to 
add to the pathetic statement of the noble 


‘Lord, and his just expression of admira- 


tion of the manner in which the famine 
has been grappled with by the officials, 


-and I hope the House will note what has 


been stated by the noble Lord and 
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the Viceroy of India, that the actual 
cost to the Government of India— 
not the people of India (that would have 
been a great deal more)—in the last two 
years has been thirteen millions sterling, 
an indication of the sound financial 
position in which India stands. The 
Secretary of State makes this a strong 
argument for objecting tu India being 
relieved from Imperial funds. ‘‘ India is 
able to meet its own requirements. We 
ought not to appeal to the Indian Ex- 
chequer to help us.” I agree that an 
equilibrium should be maintained between 
income and expenditure, and [ would 
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| of our national sympathy in addition to 
private charity,” I believe that, as a 
matter of State policy, it would have been 
one of the wisest things the Imperial 
/ Government could have done. These 
| perpetual appeals to the charitable section 
of the English public—I find no fault— 
are only responded to by a limited class, 
_and the same class who give for the relief 
| of the soldier, sailor, the suffering, and 
| hospitals, whether in India or elsewhere. 
| But there is a great mass of wealthy 
people in this country who give to 
/nothing. It is only right and 
fair that they, deriving advantages 











oppose anything which would appear from this great relationship between 
like the pauperisation of India. But us and our colonies and India, should 
the large excess of revenue out of which | take their share, as part of the nation, in 
these large sums are being provided doing what I believe the nation would 
really means an excess of taxation | desire to have done. Whether the Secre- 
levied beyond the actual requirements of | tary for India asks for a large or a small 
the Indian Government in normal circum- | sum, and whether he terms it a loan with- 
stances. In other words, if it had not | out interest, or a grant, the handsomer, 
been for this exceptional expenditure | the more generous, and spontaneous it is, 
there must have been large reduction of | it will be better appreciated and approved 
taxation. That being so, I say we come | by the people of this country, and will be 
to the point of voluntary contribution. | accepted in the same spirit by the people 

here should be a payment made by |of India. As to the proposals of Lord 
Great Britain to her great dependency to | Welby’s Commission, I think that the 
help her in this great calamity. You] Report of that body has dispelled, 
may say India does not need it. But sym-| and will dispel, a great many delusions 
pathy is a strong force in human affairs. | which have taken hold of the popular 
Sentiment is a strong force in human/mind in England and India with re- 
affairs. We have recently received strong gard to our financial position there. 
marks of sympathy from India and our | That Commission was appointed with 
colonies. There are two sides to this, two objects. It was appointed to inquire 
and if we receive expressions of sym- into the administration and management 
pathy from India and the colonies we | of the military and civil expenditure of 
must be prepared in return to give ex- India, both at home and in India, and 
pression of sympathy when the time into the apportionment of the charge be- 
arrives. A great Indian prince, the | tween the Imperial and the Indian 
Maharaja of Gwalior, has recently offered | Governments for purposes in which both 
to fit out a hospital ship for the use of the Governments are interested. That Com- 
British Government in China. I sup-| mission sat for two or three years and 
pose if that Indian prince had not come | took the opportunity of ascertaining 
forward a hospital ship would not | from the best authorities what were the 
have been wanting, but throughout the | facts of the case. I think the facts are 
length and breadth of the land this ex-| stated in the Report with singular 
pression of sympathy from that great | accuracy, clearness, and fairness, and for 
indian prince to the mother country will | many years to come the various details of 
be recognised and admired far more than | Indian finanve will have there an autho- 
its intrinsie value. If the Govern- | rised text-book. I have no fault to find 
ment had been prepared, not as aj with the facts which the Commission 
matter of dry finance, to say to/|foundasajury. [am bound to say that 
India, “You are in financial difficul-| I think the Commission have been very 
ties, and we will relieve you,” and the; timid in their recommendations. There 
people of this country, through their | are some of their recommendations which 
representatives in Parliament, had said, | Iam glad to hear the noble Lord does 
“We will vote India a sum of money to/| not intend to accept. I am very sorry 
aid her in her calamity as an expression | that they were not unanimous with refer- 
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ence to the audit. There was a very 
strong weight of opinion that though the 
present audit was very admirable, still it 
was desirable that the Comptroller and 
Auditor General in India should be put 
in the same position as the Comptroller 
and Auditor General in this country, and 
should be absolutely independent of the 
Executive. The only ground of objection 
I can trace was the very familiar one, 
“Oh, it would cost too much; it is not 
worth the expense.” I think it is worth | 
the expense. The last estimate I have seen | 
of the cost of an independent audit in | 
India puts the figure at £15,000 a year. I 

do not think that is asum worth saving on 

a question of this magnitude. There is 

another point with reference to the posi- 
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that the civil expenditure is not excessive 
as compared with 1875, and that it has 
not been excessive as compared with the 
expenditure of other countries, and that 
although there has been a net increase 
of 25 per cent., yet there has been an 


Budget. 


| increase in the population of 20 per cent. 


I hope the Government will take into 
its most careful consideration the various 
recommendations of the Commission, and 
even if they do not agree with them 
they should settle some of the questions 
I do not think the 
Treasury has done what it ought to have 
done in the proposal now suggested 
as the financial settlement. I do 


|not think £250,000 a year does ade- 
quately meet the claims of India. I think 


tion of the Finance Minister in the Indian | there is a greater claim, not upon the 


Council. At present there are two mili- 
tary members in that body. I think the 
Commander-in-Chief ought to be removed, 
just as the Commander-in-Chief here is 
from the English Cabinet. That is a 
subject which I hope the Government will 
very carefully consider. The question of 
the debt of India is one upon which we 
have often had discussions in this House. 
Some gentleman sent me a book this 
week in which he stated that, while the 
English debt had been reduced by some- 
thing like £140,000,000 since the Crimean 
War, the debt of India during that time 
had steadily increased. This is from a 
very respected author, and I am sure he 
would not make a misrepresentation. But 
he did not divide the debt into productive 
and non-productive debt. There is the 
ordinary debt which every State must 
incur, and there is the public works debt, 
which pays its own interest and repays its 
own capital. At the close of the Mutiny 
the ordinary debt of India stood at 


£97,000,000. In 1897 that had been 
reduced to £72,750,000. The noble 


Lord’s Memorandum puts it in the 
clearest way, and it shows that now the 
entire debt of India, productive and non- 
pro-ductive, is £212,000,000. The assets 
which India has in the shape of rail- 
ways, canals, irrigation works, money lent 
to corporations, and other valuable assets, 
is £182,000,000. The net 

India at this moment, after 
gone through this terrible famine, is 


debt of | 


having | 


charity, but upon the justice of the 
people of this country, with reference to 
military charges. It has been proved, 
and the noble Lord’s speech shows it, that a 
great portion of your military reserve is 
in India. You had to have recourse to 
India with reference both to South Afriea 
and to China. I have no wish that India 


|should in any way profit by the trans- 


action, but, looking at it as a whole judi- 
cially and fairly, I think that the contri- 
bution from India to what is called the 
capitation grant is too high. I express 
again my thanks to the noble Lord, and I 
re-echo his hope in regard to the some- 
what gloomy view of the Viceroy on 


Tuesday, which is certainly modified by 
| the telegram on Wednesday from Lord 
Northcote, and of course Bombay is a 
most important district. 


We are at pre- 
sent in July, and I think August is an 
important month in the history of the 


/monsoon, and I hope the situation may 
‘not prove to be so gloomy as it is at pre- 
| sent anticipated ; but whether that be so 
|or not, I think we shall not forget, India 
| will not forget, and history will not for- 
i the admirable manner in which the 


ritish Government in India and the 
officials of the British Government have 
grappled with this calamity with a success 
which has no parallel in the history of 
India. 


Mr. SOUTTAR (Dumfriesshire) : The 


speeches to which I have had the pleasure 














£30,000,000. I do not believe there is any | of listening have encouraged me the more 
great civilised Government in the world | earnestly to say that which I have to say. 
where there is proportionally so small a The speech of my right hon. friend was, 
debt as there is in India at the present | of course, a direct encouragement, and 
time. This Commission has also found | the speech of the noble Lord who repre- 


Sir Henry Fowler. 
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sents India in this House was also an/| figures showing that this is a famine of 
encouragement of no mean order, for he | no ordinary degree. It is perfectly im- 
told us three things. In the first place, | possible to really appreciate the meaning 
he warned us that the danger was by no | of these figures. The more one studies 
means at an end ; in the second place, by | them the more one feels that perhaps in 
the figures he laid before the House, he | the history of the world there has never 
distinctly showed that, although the} been a famine like the one we are con- 
Government of India had been exceed- | sidering to-night. Moreover, this famine is 
ingly generous as far as its power went, | the greater because it has so soon followed 
it had been unable to do more than meet | the famine of 1897. Many of the natives of 
asmall proportion of the great loss which | India, I think, were only able to gather 
the country had experienced ; and in the | one meagre crop after that famine had 
third place, if I may say so, he showed | passed before this second famine was 
that his heart is not entirely closed and | upon them. I mention that, not for the 
sealed against the proposition which I | sake of letting Members see what a big 
have to make. In making that proposi- famine it is, but because I wish to impress 
tion, I ought to explain that I have been upon their minds this circumstance, that 
advised that it is not in order for any | this is an extraordinary famine, that 
private Member to propose that a definite | therefore the occasion is an extraordinary 
sum should be granted from the Exche- | occasion, and that the grant made in con- 
quer, and perhaps, instead of saying any- | nection with this famine need not for a 
thing about a definite sum, if I substi- single moment be regarded as a precedent 
tute the words “a large and generous in connection with any future famine. 
grant,” and ask hon. Members to bear The question is, Is there such an emer- 
in mind that £5,000,000 is the gency as to need a considerable grant ? 
amount I have in my mind, that will I think there is; and for two very clear 
sufficiently meet the case. But before I reasons. In the first place, I think the 
proceed to say anything about that, I people have got to the end of 
should like to be permitted, partly from their resources. Their ornaments are 
my own personal knowledge of India, and | gone, their clothing is gone, their furniture 
partly from what I heard lately, to say is gone, and the very fittings of their 
how immensely everyone, so far as I houses have been sold in order to keep 
know, on this side of the House appre- bare life within their bodies. Not only 
ciates the efforts made by the Government that, but this famine, which has been a 
of India in connection with this famine. famine of food and fodder and water, has 
From the Viceroy down tothe humblest | swept away almost entirely the plough 
official, both natives and Europeans, they | cattle of the people, and there they stand 
have done their very utmost, as far as in facing the future in perfect misery and 
them lay and as far as they had the hopeless despair. That is a very serious 
power, to mitigate the great calamity consideration. Here we have millions 
which has befallen India. Of that there of people practically bankrupt, their 
is not the slightest doubt, and concerning cattle gone, their credit gone, having no 
that there is no difference of opinion. hope in the present, and very little hope 
One thing sometimes strikes me as rather | with regard to the future. But I think 
strange, and I daresay other Members we may go further and say that we can 
have thought the same, and that is, that prove emergency from the circumstance 
in a country where so many men are that the Government have got to the end 
working with extraordinary earnestness of their resources. The noble Lord, in 
on behalf of the people, there should yet | speaking of the resources of the Govern- 
be such continued suffering. In the old | ment, said he had yet borrowing powers 
days you could account for these things | to the extent of £9,000,000. I suppose, 
by saying that they were the product of | as a matter of fact, having the whole 
war and misrule, but there has been no | credit of the British name behind him, he 
war within the frontiers of India for forty | has borrowing powers for £90,000,000 if 
years, and during that time there have | he is so disposed, but surely borrowing is 
been ten famines, and 15,000,000 people | not the way to meet a great difficulty like 
have died of famine and of the this. Surely the noble Lord will not con- 
diseases connected with famine. This | tend thatthe people of India should in that 
famine is the worst of all. The | waybe plunged yet more heavily into debt 
noble Lord has given us extraordinary | Moreover, it becomes more serious when 
\ 
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you consider, as my right hon. friend has 
pointed out with great clearness, that the 
Government of India is the people of 
India. In this country you might possibly 
establish a tax by which you could raise a 


certain amount of money, the incidence | 


of the tax falling at first on the wealthy 
people of the land—such a tax as the in- 
come tax. You could not do that in 
India, because the revenue is received 
from salt and land, and everyone who 
knows India knows that to pay more 
money as interest on loans, or anything 
else, is only to burden more seriously the 
miserably poor in order to help those who 
are yet more miserable. If we desire to 
see the exact condition of India we have 
only to look at the words in one of the 
paragraphs of the Viceroy’s appeal. He 
says— 

“Tf the question be asked, Why is Govern- 
ment not able to assume the entire burden, 
and to dispense with all external aid? no false 
pride need deter me from giving a frank reply. 
Government is straining every nerve, is pouring 
out its money, is shrinking from no obligation, 
however severe. But over and above 
this expenditure, waich cripples our develop- 


ment in a score of ways, there lies a vast area | 


of need which, do what we may, we can barely 
reach, and in which extraneous contributions 
supply an invaluable reinforcement. . . . This 
is a field of enormous and aliost undiscover- 
able extent, the margin of which the already 
overworked official hardly touches, but which 
is, in a peculiar and inevitable degree, the 
property of individual effort and private 
generosity.’ 

No words I can utter are likely to carry 
more conviction than those of the Viceroy. 
He tells us that the Government are 
straining every nerve, and that yet there 
is an enormous field of almost undiscover- 
able extent, the very margin of which is 
scarcely touched. The Viceroy’s appeal has 
produced an altogether inadequate result, 
and that field will remain untouched until 
the British Parliament rises to a sense of 
its duty, and steps forward to do its part. 
Seeing the need of India, let me give one 
or two simple reasons why I think we 
should help her in her hour of need. The 
first is a somewhat selfish but a very 
forcible reason. India is the fourth best 
customer we have in the whole world as 
a commercial nation. The United States 
comes first, then France, then Germany, 
and then India. In a very little while 


India will be our second best customer. | 
| ness and contentmens to the homesteads. 


She is already a better customer to us 


than the whole of Australasia, and in a 
little while, if the present rate of progress | 
continues, she will be a better customer | nothing in the past. 


Mr. Souttar, 


{COMMONS} 
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{than the whole of our colonies put 
together. In ordinary business life, if a 
business man in a large way has a 
/customer a little embarrassed for the 
moment, he does not crush that customer ; 
he does his very utmost tohelp him. He 
remembers what he has made out of that 
customer in the past ; he thinks of what 
he hopes to make in the future, and he 
| does his best to help the lame dog over 
the stile. We have made a great deal 
| out of India in the past ; we hope to make 
‘a great deal out of ber in the future; 
and we ought therefore to come forward 
and help her in this hour of trial. But 
there is a higher reasow than that why 
we should help India. Notice has already 
| been taken of what India has done for us 
in connection with foreign affairs. In our 
_embarrassments in South Africa, in China, 
_and on the West Coast of Africa, who has 
come forward to help us loyally, if not 
India? Indian troops were, I believe, 
the first to face the enemy in South 
Africa; they will be the first in any 
number to face the enemy in China. 
India has lent 22,000 troops to her 
Suzerain, and she may lend a great many 
more. Have hon. Members ever reflected 
what would have been the case to-day if 
India had been disloyal? Have they 
ever reflected what might be the case if 
some day India should be disloyal? You 
cannot make a country loyal in a day; 
but you can gradually make a country 
loyal by good government, by a display 
of good feeling, and by acts of kindly 


generosity. I have lived for years in 
India, and I do not hesitate to say 
as my deliberate conviction that the 


Indians are the most grateful people on 
the face of the earth. If we would only 
rise to the occasion and make this grant 
—which we should never miss—I believe 
we should make India loyal for half a 
century to come. Fathers would tell 
their sons of the time when famine and 
pestilence walked hand in hand through- 
out the land, when the seed corn had 
passed away, when the plough cattle had 
died, and when apparently nothing re- 
mained for the people but to die; and 
then at that time England came forward 
with a great gift for new seed corn and 
for new plough cattle, and saved the lives 
of the people, and brought back happi- 


There is one other reason I should like 
to give, and that is that India has cost us 
We have heard the 
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noble Lord speaking about the necessity 
of teaching India good finance, showing 
India a good example, and teaching her 
economy, and so on. There was not a 


{26 JuLy 1900} 


| 
| 


word in regard to that with which we | 


would not all agree, and yet at the same 
time the thought came that he was speak- 
ing as if India needed to learn that 
lesson. Nothing of the sort. India has 
cost this country practically nothing. 
Our colonies have cost us hundreds of 
nillions of pounds; India has never 
cost us a penny. The British Empire 


in India was founded, and has been 
extended and consolidated, by Indian 
resources, and the British taxpayer 


never been asked to contribute a 
single shilling. But beyond that, India 
costs us nothing at the present. Just 
consider the contrast for a moment be- 
tween the Colonial Office and the India 
Office. We know how difficult it is to 
get up a debate in this House on any 
Indian subject. Why is that so? Be- 
cause the expenses of the India Office, 
from the salary of the noble Lord down 
to the wages of the meanest employee in 
the office, are borne by the Indian 
peasant, and do not come before this 
House. We have no such difficulty with 
regard to the Colonial Oftice, because the 
salary of the Colonial Secretary, and the 
great expenses of that Department, are 
borne absolutely by the British taxpayer. 
If you look at the thing more broadly, it 
becomes even more striking still. The 
noble Lord at the head of the Govern- 
ment made a very remarkable speech a 
few days ago in which were words of very 
solid wisdom. He spoke of the burdens 
of empire, and showed that those burdens 
might have to be more evenly divided 
than at present.* I entirely agree, if I 
may be permitted to say so, with the 
doctrine he preached; but when that 
day comes India will have nothing 
to fear, as she already pays her 
full share. Every penny that can possibly 
be put upon India is put upon her to- 
day. The colonies subscribe in all one 
and a half millions towards Imperial 
defence, whereas India subscribes from 
twenty-two to twenty-tive millions. Above 
and beyond that, India has been burdened 
with the expense of many wars ; she has 
had to bear the expense of wars, either 
wholly or in part, to which the colonies 
have not contributed a single shilling. 


has 





* See speech of Marquess of Salisbury, | 
20th July, 1900, page 616 of this volume. 





1378 


Our richest colonies have been spared, but 
the poorest and most miserable peasantry 
in the world have been taxed not only 
for their own welfare but also to preserve 
the name and reputation of our great 
Empire in portions of two continents. 
The noble Lord indicated that it is quite 
possible that the colonies have been 
treated with generosity while India has 
been treated with strict justice. Surely 
that is an argument in favour of helping 
India to-day. If India has stood shoulder 


Budget. 


| to shoulder with us in our times of trial, 


if she has borne the heat and burden of 
the day, surely it is right that we should 
stand shoulder to shoulder with India 
now that her great day of trial has come. 
I might contend that strict justice 
demands that we should help India. My 
right hon. friend went into that point, 
and I will not carry it any further. There 
are men in this House who understand 
these things a great deal better than I 
do, but my superticial judgment on the 
Report of the Royal ©ommission is that 
this is an act not of mere generosity 
but of absolute justice and equity. I 
believe the British Empire owes a debt to 
the Indian peasant of which these millions 
would be but a payment on account. 
Finally, it seems to me that our national 
dignity is indissolubly bound up in giving 
help to India at this time. We have made 
ourselves responsible in a very striking 
degree for the government of India. We 
hold in India 300,000,000 of our fellow- 
creatures in the hollow of our hand; we 
govern them just as we like, without 
even asking the opinion of the natives of 
India. Of course, we are not responsible 
for this famine ; it is the act of God ; but 
surely the position we have taken up in 
regard to India makes it absolutely neces- 
sary that we should, by every means in 
our power, mitigate the calamity which 
has come upon the people. We have 
vaunted the Government of India; we 
have said to the nations of the world, 
“Come and see how Englishmen can 
govern Orientals,” and it seems to me 
that the miseries of our fellow-subjects 
in India to-day touch our honour, and 
are a blot upon the fair fame of our 
Empire. The appeal of the Viceroy has 
gone throughout the length and breadth 
of the world; the whole world is there- 
fore looking at us and wondering how 
we will act, and the strange thing 
is that this House has not yet 


| granted even a £5 note towards the 
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Famine Relief Fund. If the noble Lord 


is obdurate, and this proposal is cast 
aside, it may be that we shall have to 
record that the greatest famine of the 
nineteenth century was allowed to eat its 
way through the country without any 
help being given to the people from the 
legislative assembly of the greatest and 
richest Empire the world has ever seen. 
Surely such a conclusion would be to our 
everlasting shame. I cannot believe that 
the Government mean to put such an 
affront upon the nation. Rather do I 
believe that they will fall in with what I 
know to be the desire of the House and 
of the country at large, and make a 
generous gift to the Indian people out of 
the fulness of our abounding wealth, to 
strengthen the hands of an admirable 
- Viceroy, and to gladden the hearts of a 
greatly suffering people. I beg to move 
the Amendment standing in my name. 


Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire) : I beg to second the motion, 
and I trust that the House will favour- 
ably consider this appeal to its pity. 
When the proposal for a Parliamentary 
free grant was discussed last April,* it was 
received with favour by hon. Members on 
both sides of the House, but the Govern- 
ment did not then see its way to take any 
action. The First Lord of the Treasury 
recognised the terrible distress of India, 
and was prepared, if needful, to apply 
without hesitation to Parliament for 
assistance, but he did not accede to our 
request, as the Government of India did 
not then anticipate difficulty in providing 
relief. It will be seen that this refusal 
was conditional ; and I submit that since 
April things in India have become much 
worse, and that the time has come to re- 
consider the original decision. I hope also 
that when I make clear the purpose for 
which we ask the grant the objection 
taken by the First Lord may in some 
measure be removed. He pointed out 
that the Indian revenues sufficed to pro- 
vide the relief undertaken by the Indian 
Government. We quite understand that ; 
and we do not propose that the Parlia- 
mentary grant should go as an addition 
to the Indian revenues. On the contrary, 
we wish the Parliamentary grant to go to 
the famine-stricken people by way of 


* See discussion on Resolution proposed by 
Sir W. Wedderburn, 3rd_ April, ; 
Parliamentary Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. 
lxxxi., page 1080. 


Mr. Soutiar. 


{COMMONS} 


1900, Zhe | 
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|charity in ways altogether outside the 


scope of ordinary Government relief, 
Our object will become clear if the House 
will consider the Famine Code rules, which 
distinguish by a broad line between the 
relief functions of the Indian Government, 
on the one hand, and the functions of 
charity on the other. These rules were 
summarised ina Memorandum sent last 
April by the Secretary of State to the 
Lord Mayor, at the time the Mansion 
House Fund was opened. In this 
Memorandum the noble Lord stated 
first the duties undertaken by Govern- 
ment. He said that “the Govern- 
ment undertakes to prevent death, 
and to relieve misery from famine 
in British India, at the cost of the Indian 
Treasury, so far as organisation and effort 
can accomplish these ends.” And he then 
proceeded to specify the four purposes for 
which charity was required. These were 
(1) extra comforts in the shape of food 
and clothing, (2) the maintenance of 
orphans, (3) the relief of specially helpiess 
classes, and (4) the provision of cattle, 
seed-corn, and implements to enable 
the cultivators to make a fresh start. 
This division of labour was in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Famine 
Commissioners, the functions of the 
Government being limited to the preser- 
vation of life and health; while charity 
was expected to supplement this work 
in certain exceptional cases, devoting 
itself principally to the duty of giving the 
cultivators a fresh start in life. Now in 
1897 the charitable contributions were 
very large, so that no less a sum than 
three quarters of a million sterling could 
be allotted out of the Charity Fund for 
cattle, seed grain, and implements. It 
thus resulted that in 1897 the duties 
undertaken by Government, and _ the 
duties undertaken by charity, were both 
sufficiently fulfilled. But this unhappily 
is not the case in 1900. As regards the 
duties undertaken by Government, we 
know, from the assurance of the First 
Lord, that the Indian Government have 
the necessary funds, and no help is re- 
quired. But as regards the relief depen- 
dent upon charity the resources are 
altogether insufficient, and it is here that 
‘special and exceptional help is required 
most urgently. I would specially invite 
the attention of the House to the almost 
despairing appeal made by Lord Curzon 
to the world’s charity on the 28th of 
|May. In that appeal he pointed 
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out how vastly greater the present 
famine is than that of 1897, both in 


extent and intensity, while up to date | 


only about half the amount previously 
subscribed had come in. 
help has been answered from many 
quarters of the globe—from our own 
colonies, some of whom have voted Par- 
liamentary grants, from the 
States, from the Emperor of Germany, 
even from the mandarins of China, and 
the Sultan of Turkey. Under these cir 
cumstances it does not seem fitting that 
this Parliament, which represents the 
richest community in the world, should 
stand aloof and refuse a contribution pro- 
portioned to the wealth of this country 
and its responsibility for the welfare of 
the Indian people. As far as I can judge, 
there is in the country no unwillingness 
to make this free grant. On the contrary, 
expressions of public opinion seem all to 
be in its favour; and I brought specially 
to the notice of the noble Lord the 
memorial in support of a free grant from 
so important a public body as the Glasgow 
Chamber of Commerce. As regards the 
purposes of this free gift, I would repeat 
that we do not desire it to be used in 
support of the general finances of India. 
It should be placed at the disposal of the 
Viceroy, to be utilised, according to the 
local needs of the suffering provinces, in 
helping the prostrate cultivators to their 
feet, and giving them a chance of regain- 
ing their normal condition. The exces- 
sive need in the present case has arisen 
from the wholesale destruction of plough 
and milch cattle by the drought, the loss 
amounting to 80 and 90 per cent. in some 
districts. Without plough cattle the 
cultivators cannot take advantage of the 
rains now falling; and so pressing is the 
need that the Government of India is 
making advances to the cultivators for 
this purpose exceeding a million sterling. 
But this relief will only be partial and 
temporary, for those loans are only 
made to those who can give security, 
and, as they must be repaid, the 
object of giving the cultivators a 
fresh start will not be accomplished. 
What is wanted is a free gift of cattle, 


seed, and implements, to all who desire | 


to return to their village homes and 
regain their old position of skilful and in- 
dustrious peasants. 
told the House how devotedly the officials 
in India have worked, high and low. I 
desire respectfully to associate myself in 


{26 Juty 1900} 


This cry for | 


United ! 


The noble Lord has | 


Budget. 1382 


| appreciating the noble work that has been 


done, and would specially mention that 
from all parts of India communications 
reach me expressing deep gratitude to his 
Excellency the Viceroy for his personal 
exertions. And I would ask whether 
this House would not be fitly recognising 
‘these exertions by placing at Lord 
Curzon’s disposal funds which will enable 
him to deal promptly and effectually with 
the misery by which he is surrounded. I 
see it announced that he is about to visit 
Gujerat, which is probably the most 
sorely afflicted province in India ; and if 
the House will bear with me I will read a 
short extract describing the condition of 
the people there, as seen by Mr. Vaughan 
Nash, the special correspondent of the 
Manchester Guardian— 


“ When I look back on the scenes through 
which [ have passed and think of the sum 
total of human misery, and the despair I have 
seen on people’s faces, and the ruin this famine 
has brought on their homes and fields and on 
their families, I feel it is hopeless to attempt 
to put into words the agony of India. You 
see these simple childlike races, devoted to their 
homes and their children, made outcasts by the 
famine and forced to abandon their customs 
and leave their homes to get a little bread by 
labour at stone-breaking or earth-carrying. 
Most poignant of all in the appeal it made to 
me was the silence and submission with which 
they bear their trials. In the hospital sheds, 
where you pick your way between the rows of 
dying, or out in the burning sun, where 
mothers are hammering stones with one hand 
and hugging a child with the other, you rarely 
hear a complaint. Even the gift of tears seems 
to have dried up, except among the children, 
whom you see crying sometimes by the side of 
asick mother. Those who know India may 
be able to tell you what spirit it is that looks 
out from the eyes of these miserables, broken 
and quenched as they are, and which keeps 
them dignified and composed in surroundings 
that are degrading and horrifying. It seemed 
to me to be the spirit of a noble people, who 
had won refinement aad discipline when our 
own forefathers were savages, a people we 
may well be glad to succour and proud to rule, 
looking out at the wreck of all things, seeing 
their gods, their homes, their country shrivel- 
ling to dust and ashes.” 


No words of mine will add to the pathos 
of this description. But in asking hon. 
Members to take a merciful view of the 
present appeal I would remind them that 
the famine in India is essentially a famine 
of money, not of food, and that, on an 
| average three-halfpence a day is sufficient 


| to keep these poor people from the pangs 
| of death by hunger. I beg to second tke 


motion of my hon. friend. 
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Amendment proposed— 


{COMMONS} 


/it should have specified any sum as a 
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“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the | grant to India in the painful circum- 


end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘looking to the special needs of the famine- 
stricken people in India at the present time, 
this House recognises that funds are urgently 
required to feed, clothe, and house the culti- 
vators in their villages until their crops are 
ripe ; to provide them with plough cattle, seed, 
and other requisites of cultivation; and to 
restore them to their normal economic condi- 
tion; that these requirements cannot be 
adequately met from Indian revenues raised 
from the suffering Indian people, and within 


the necessarily restricted field of ordinary | 


relief operations ; that the funds subscribed 
by charity are altogether insufficient for these 
purposes; and this House is therefore of 
opinion that a large and generous free grant 
should be provided to assist in meeting this 
unprecedented calamity,’ instead thereof.”— 
(Mr. Souttar.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BEAcu, 
Bristol, W.): I do not think it would be 
respectful to the House that I, who. am 
very little cognisant of the affairs of 
India, should attempt to detain it with 
arguments on the general subject on an 
evening when the debate must range over 
so vast afield ; but the Amendment which 
has been moved induces me to detain the 
House for a short time while I express 
the views of the Government on this sub- 
ject. It is a subject which commends 
itself to all our sympathies. All of us 
must have deeply felt the sufferings in 
India from this terrible famine ; all of us 
have desired on the ground of that senti- 
ment to which the right hon. Member for 
East Wolverhampton referred to assist 
India if she needs assistance, even at con- 
siderable cost to ourselves. I hope, there- 


fore, that in what I have to say to the | 


House, I shall not be considered as in 
any way approaching this subject merely 
from the point of view of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. 
say something as Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer, for I am afraid that what my | 


noble friend the Secretary of State for 
India said in the earlier part of the even- 
ing is but too true—-that nowadays every 
one sympathises with expenditure, and 


few people indeed care how that expendi- | 
What are we) 
asked to do by the Amendment of the hon. | 
It would not have been, I} 
believe, in accordance with our rules that | 

‘ 


ture is to be provided. 


member ? 


country. 


But I am bound to | 


stances in which the Amendment is 


| submitted, but on the Paper we find that 
p 


the hon. Member desires to grant a sum 
of £5,000,000 to India in aid of this 
famine. Now the speech of the hon. 
Member who made this proposal differed 
in one very material respect from the 
speech of the hon. Member who seconded. 
The hon. Member who made this proposal 
dwelt at some length on the sufferings of 
the population of India from taxation; 
and that view wasalso taken by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Wolverhampton, who, I think, suggested 
to the House that if it had not been for 
the famine large remissions of taxation 
would have been made in India; and there- 
fore he argued—though I do not quite see 
that the argument was justified—that 
India was more highly taxed than this 
If there is to be a question of 
a grant to India from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer, I hope hon. Members will recol- 
lect when they talk so readily about the 
Imperial Exchequer that the Exchequer is 
the Exchequerof the United Kingdom and 
not of the Empire at large ; and if it be a 
question of the power of India to bear 
taxation for this purpose, and the power 
of the United Kingdom at the present 
time to make this grant, there are 
some facts which I should like to place 
before the consideration of hon. Members. 
We have heard from my noble friend 
that the surplus of India in the 
year just closed is £2,800,000. I 
believe that in the previous year it 
was £2,600,000; but I have to remind 
the House that our deficit in the year just 
closed was nearly £14,000,000, that our 
estimated deficit in the present year is 
something like £23,000,000, and that 
within the last few days additional Esti- 
mates to the extent of £13,000,000 have 
been laid on the Table of the House. It is 
perfectly clear, therefore, that for our 
own objects we are not only not 
paying our way at the present time, but 
that we are largely increasing the debt of 
the country. What does the proposal of 
the hon. Member amount to, and how is 
this £5,000,000 to be provided ? Is it to 
be provided by increased taxation in this 
country? Increased taxation for this 
object would be no more possible than it 
was for the whole of the great expendi- 
ture of the war. What we are asked to 
do, therefore, when we have in the present 
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ear and last year added to our debt | sider to the utmost of my power, what- 


£37,000,000, and when we may have to) 
add more, is to increase our debt still | 
‘urther for the purpose of granting | 
£5,000,000 to India, the whole net debt | 


of which is no more than £30,000,000. 
But is it for the relief of our Indian 
fellow subjects 4 
correction, but I believe that the main 
suffering from this famine is in the 
native States, for the finances of which 
and for the subjects of which we are 
in no degree responsible ; and therefore it 
is proposed that either by way of increased 
debt or increased taxation—probably by 
way of increased debt—the taxpayers of 
this country should at such a time as this 
provide £5,000,000 mostly for the bene- 
fit of the inhabitants of the native States, 
over whose finances we have no power atall. 


That is a proposition which appears to me | 
to demand the most careful consideration of | 


anyone who has the least regard for the 
finances of this country. I notice that 
the hon. Baronet who seconded the 
Amendment did not put it on the 
ground of the taxation of India at 
all. He says, “I do not 
relieve the finances of India or the 
taxation of India.” He agrees that the 
Indian Government has sufficient means 


and power to raise money to meet all the 
exigencies ; the hon. Baronet put it purely , 


on the ground of charity. His suggestion 
was that it was a grant we should never 
miss, and I think the hon. Member who 
made the proposal said it would be a 
generous gift out of our fulness and 
abounding wealth to the poverty-stricken 
population of India. I have shown the 


want to, 


ever the condition of our finances here ; 
but it is not the proposition we are con- 
sidering to-night. We have been told by 
my noble friend, speaking after commu- 
nication with the Government of 


‘India and with the authority of the 
I speak subject to! 


Council of India, that this grant is not 
required ; and, more, not only that it is 
not required, but that nothing could be 
done in the circumstances as they now 
exist which would be more prejudicial 
to the future of India than such a grant 
as is suggested. I think someone said 
that it would make no precedent, because 
this is the most serious famine that has 
ever been. But it would be a most dan- 
| gerous precedent. Cannot the hon. 
Member see that if there be one duty 
more than another incumbent on the 
Government of India it is to provide be- 
forehand for serious famines of this kind ? 
Cannot he see that if we were to once 
give such a grant as is proposed with- 
out a request from the Secretary for 
India in Council, little provision for 
famine would be made in future? The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Wolverhampton felt the force of that 
argument used by my noble friend, and 
I for one would never be responsible for 
detracting so completely from the re- 
sponsibility of the India Office, for the 
thing which above all others they ought 
to care for, the preparations they should 
make by the machinery of their admini- 
strative government for famine by im- 
posing upon ourselves a burden that they 
do not ask us to bear, and for which they 
have a special fund. 


House the condition of the Exchequers of | 


the two countries at the present time, | 


and I confess astonishment that such a 
proposition should be based on such 
grounds as these, because it is not as if 


those who are responsible for the finances | 


of India came to the Government of 


this country, or came to the House of | 


Commons, and said, “* We are in a posi- 


tion in which we are unable to provide | 


sufficient means to mee’ what is required 
of us; we feel that we require the help 


of the United Kingdom in this great | 


Indian difficulty ; we appeal to you for 


that help which we think you ought to 


give us in remembrance of the past and 
what we have done for you.” That 
would be a request which I should be the 
last man to disregard ; it would be a re- 
quest which I should feel bound to con- 


Str HENRY FOWLER: You did it 
in the Afghan War. 


| *Smr M. HICKS BEACH: Why? Be- 
' cause it was the opinion of the Parliament 
of that day that the Afghan War had been 
undertaken at the instance of the Home 
Government and against the necessities 
or requirements of India, and, therefore, 
in fairness the people of the United King 
dom should pay for it. But this is an 
entirely different thing from making a 
grant towards the Indian famine against 
the wish of the Secretary for India. Is 
it suggested for a moment that we are 
not doing anything at the present time to 
assist the Indian Government in matters 
of finance? The hon. Member who made 
, this proposal stated that among the advan- 
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tages which India had given to the 
United Kingdom was that she had lent 
32,000 troops for South Africa and 


China. That no doubt is the case, but 
we are paying for them. We are 
relieving India of the whole cost 


of those troops while they are em- 
ployed in South Africa and China. 
Why is it that the people of India main- 
tain an army like every other State? It 
is required not merely for quiet times but 
for times of emergency ; and this being a 
quiet time in India she is able, at our 
request, to spare some Indian troops 
for service both in South Africa and in 
China. We are paying the whole of the 
cost of those troops, though from my 
point of view it appears that India has 
some interest in Chinese affairs as well as 
the United Kingdom. By paying the 
whole of the cost of these troops we shall 
relieve India in this present financial year, 
I suppose, probably of not less than 
£3,000,000. I do hope that the House will 
have some regard in this matter not only 
to the claims of sentiment and sympathy, 
but also to the claims of reason and sound 
finance in India and inthis country. The 
hon. Member deprecated India being called 
upon to meet this famine by borrowing. 
Why should we who are not responsible 
for this famine be called upon to meet it 
by borrowing? If the Indian Govern- 
ment comes to us and says that their 
resources are exhausted, that the future 
before them is so dark that they do not 
see their way to meet this terrible 
calamity without assistance from us, that 
assistance will be cordially given ; but till 
that request is made I hope the House 
will support the Government in declining 
to assent to a proposal which, recom- 
mended as it may be by claims of senti- 
ment and sympathy, is, in my opinion, 
contrary to the future advantage not 
merely of the United Kingdom, but of 
India itself. 


*Mr. MACLEAN: The House has now 
had the privilege of hearing from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer the real 
reason which has induced Her Majesty’s 
Government to refuse to give a grant 
to India. Such a grant has been approved 
of by the public feeling in this country, 
but it has never been listened to by Her 
Majesty’s Government. Now we know 
from the responsible administrator of the 
finances of this Empire what is the real 
reason that has induced the Government 


Sir M. Hicks Beach 


{COMMONS} 
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| to take up this position in regard to this 
/matter. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
| chequer says that this is a time of great 
| pressure upon the finances of the United 
| Kingdom, and he also says that it isa 
| time of great prosperity for the finances 
,of India. But is there any real com. 
parison between the two countries? Are 
/not the resources of every taxpayer in 
England one hundredfold greater than 
those of the Indian peasant? Do we not 
know the extreme pressure of the taxa- 
tion on the poor people of India ? In this 
country taxation is scarcely felt by any 
body, and it is a very light pressure upon 
the country. The taxes here are mainly 
paid by the wealthy, and they are hardly 
felt by the poorest in our midst. But 
every poor man in India pays his share of 
taxation, and feels the pressure of it very 
acutely indeed. I was surprised to hear 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer say that 
no appeal had ever been made from India 
for help, and that if such an appeal 
were made it would have at once been 
listened to. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Not by the 


Government. 


*Mr. MACLEAN: Why has Lord 
Curzon had to scour the world in the 
hope of getting charity from all the 
nations of the earth instead of coming to 
Her Majesty’s Government at home, from 
whom he might have got fifty times as 
much as all the foreign countries were 
subscribing in charity for the benefit of 
India? Is it not that he has hada hint from 
the Government that it is not desirable, 
and that it is not considered appropriate 
that they should be pressed to give a 
large grant to India at the present 
moment. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer says that no need has arisen. I 
say it has arisen. It has been asserted 
in many of the speeches which have been 
made that everything has been done in 
India to avert famine that was _ pos- 
sible, but that is not the case. 
Within the last forty years there have 
been ten recurring famines in 
India which have swept away at a 
moderate computation 15,000,000 human 
beings. These people have been abso- 
lutely wiped out of existence. The pre- 
sent famine is incomparably a greater 
famine than any of the nine famines 
which have preceded it. We cannot tell 
-at the present moment what the extent 
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of that famine has been, but I should say | Secretary of State personally. 
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I have no 


it would be no exaggeration to declare doubt of his sympathy with the people of 


that between 2,000,000 and 3,000,000 
human beings have died through the 
ravages Of this famine in India. There- 
fore, when it is said by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton that the administration of famine 
relief in India during the past year has | 
been marked by wonderful success, I 
deny that that has been the case. The 
first plain duty of the Government has_ 
been frankly acknowledged to be to pre- 


vent death, and I say with perfect fear- | 


lessness in this House that the Govern- | 
ment have not prevented death, and that | 
people have died every week by tens of | 
thousands without getting any help from 
the Government at all. Look at the re- 
turns published from Bombay of the deaths 
which have occurred in that Presidency, 
and in the native States. There are 
1,500,000 people on famine relief in the 
Bombay Presidency, and the deaths 
among those people alone amount to 
15,000 per week—that is to say, between 
650,000 and 700,000 deaths in one year. 
Therefore in two years, if this famine 
lasts, the whole of that population of 
1,250,000 human beings will have been 
completely swept away by the ravages of 
famine. It has been stated in many 
quarters that it is not famine that has 
caused the death of all these people but 
cholera, or intermittent fever. But those 
are merely different names for the same 
thing, and they are merely aliases for 
what is the real cause of the death of the 
people which is simply starvation. The | 
people come to these relief camps which 
are nothing but pest houses where they 
are exposed to the ravages of epidemics. 
They come to these relief camps from 
their homes in the last stage of exhaustion, | 
for they have not the means of subsistence | 
or the means of recovering strength to do 
the work which they are called upon to 
do. Consequently they fall victims to 
these epidemic diseases and they die off | 
rapidly. That is the cause of the) 
appalling mortality which has occurred | 
in India. 
sibility for this mortality rest? It is. 
a mortality which is admitted on all | 
bands, and even the noble Lord the | 
Secretary of State for India would not | 
venture to deny it. 'Wpon whom does | 


the responsibility rest ? It is divided be- | 
tween the Secretary of State and the 
Viceroy of India. 


I do not mean the | 


! 
be only another 
spurious Imperialism which is spreading 


India, and I’ agree with a great deal he 
'has said about the admirable way in 
which a great part of the work has been 
done. I am aware that large sums of 
money have been spent, but the staff out 
there has not been sufficient to give the 
people relief. Directly cholera appeared, 
those great camps that are formed should 
have been broken up and the people 
distributed in their own districts, and 
looked after more carefully by officers 
of the Government. The Governor 
of Bombay acknowledges that his staff 
was so small that the areas affected could 
not be covered. There is room for the 


'employment of Imperial funds and Im- 


perial officers to help those civil 
and military servants of the Crown 
in India who have been  so_ splen- 
didly doing their work as_ English- 
men under most difficult circumstances, 
But nothing of the sort has been done by 
the Government of India. On the con- 


trary, they have sat still and done nothing. 


The noble Lord has waited in his office 
for the monsoon to appear. He has of 
course written the inevitable letter to the 
Lord Mayor, which seems to be a remedy 
for all the ills which flesh is heir to. 
Instead of presenting money to that 
country, he is now going to accept a 
large gift of money from the Maharaja 
of Gwalior, who is a rich Indian prince. 
The noble Lord came down here the 
other day with an admirable ingenuous- 
ness which we cannot too much applaud, 
and spoke of the great gift which the 
Maharaja of Gwalior has made in order 
to fit up a hospital for the benefit of 
our soldiers and sailors engaged in the 
Chinese War. I should say that when 
the Imperial Government received an 
offer of that sort—which seems to me to 
illustration of that 


like a parasite over the whole British 
Empire—at a time when India is suffering 
the terrible ravages of famine ; when 
they receiveg an offer of nearly £200,000 


Upon whom does the respon- | from an Indian prince, they would have 


‘had the politeness to refuse such an 
offer and tell that native prince that 
he could better employ his money by 
giving it to his own starving fellow 
countrymen at home. We have had 
enough of these offers of gifts of 
hospitals from all parts of the world. 
England ought to be ashamed to accept. 
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such gifts from any country so long as 
we are rich and strong enough to main- 
tain our own soldiers and sailors in health 
or in sickness ; and we do not want to 
have hospitals sent to us as free gifts, 
either by enterprising citizens in America 
or India who desire social recognition in 
English society, or from Indian princes 
who wish to compete with one another 
for the favour of the Imperial Govern- 
ment. So muck with regard to the 
responsibility of the Home Government. 
But the responsibility of the Govern- 
ment of India lies much deeper. The 
noble Lord the Viceroy of India is a 
man of great personal energy and 
ability, and he has taken a step which 
I ventured two monchs ago to re- 
commend him to take in this House. I 
stated here that it would be very much 
better if instead of issuing admirable re- 
gulations he came down from the heights 
of Simla and went about in the poor dis- 
tricts to see for himself what could be 
done to deal with this great difficulty. 

*Lorp G. HAMILTON : He visited all 


the districts last year. 


*\Mr. MACLEAN: Yes, that was a 
long time ago. But I am vety glad to 
see that he is now trying to put all the 
new energy he can into the people who 
are charged with ‘the duty of conduct- 
ing the administration in India. There 
is this to be said with regard to the 
resolution proposed by my hon. friend 
opposite: that it will have to come 
eventually to a free gift to the people 
of India from the Imperial Treasury. 


There is no doubt that India is bleeding | 


to death under our rule, and that the 
country is nearly exhausted. India 
has mainly an agricultural population, 
but the people have not the means 
by which they can produce crops and re- 
store the land to a state of fertility unless 
a free gift is made tothem. A free gift 
given in the way of charity will not suffice, 


for the money will be spent upon neces- | 
saries and the land will be no better off. | 


Such gifts ought to be supplemented with 
a comprehensive policy, and one dis- 
tinguished by foresight. That policy was 
framed long ago by the Government of 
India on the recommendation of 
a gentleman who was one of the most 
‘distinguished public servants who ever 
existed in India. Forty years ago when 
ithere was a great famine in the North- 


Mr. Maclean. 


{COMMONS} 
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West Provinces Lord Canning, who was 
Viceroy of India, appointed the late 
Colonel Baird Smith, who was equally dis- 
tinguished by his valour and his adminis- 
trative capacity, to draw up a report 
upon the famine and advise the Govern- 
/ment of India as to what could be done 
to prevent the recurrence of such a 
stupendous calamity. Colonel Baird Smith 
injured his own health in pursuing that 
work, but he furnished a most compre- 
hensive and able State paper in which he 
recommended that the land assessment of 
India should be permanently settled for 
the whole of that country, and not merely 
in a few provinces of Bengal. That was 
a distinct recommendation that he made, 
}and he converted to his view not only 
| Lord Canning, but also Lord Lawrence 
}and Sir Richard Temple. Not only did 
he convert people out in India, but that 
policy of settling the land revenue on 
a fair basis and fixing it for all time 
was taken up in this country by 
the late Sir Charles Wood and Sir 
| Stafford Northcote, and it only failed 
| because the Manchester school at that 
itime foresaw that if the land 
/revenue was reduced very heavy 
indirect taxation would be the result 
‘and large import duties would be 
|levied on English piece goods. That 
|is the real remedy for the state of 
things which exists in India, and it is the 
only manner in which the ryot will be 
enabled to accumulate stock and to devote 
all his energy to the cultivation of the 
soil. At the present time the Indian 
peasant is virtually taxed upon his own 
improvements. He is rack-rented on his 
own improvements. Directly he gets his 
head above water and succeeds in culti- 
| vating a certain portion of land, and 
| getting more out of it, the agent of the 
State comes down on him and demands 
half the net profit of his field, and drives 
him back again to the stage of despair 
from which he had just emerged. Depend 
upon it, if we are ever to appreciate our 
real responsibility to the people of India 
we must undertake a reform of this land 
assessment, and we must fix it ona 
reasonable scale. When I mentioned this 
subject in the House a couple of months 
ago, the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
| ber for East Wolverhampton rebuked me 
| for saying that the land revenues of India 
| brought in £18,000,000 a year, and were 
\in spite of the famine expected to bring 
_in that amount next year. The right hon. 
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Gentleman quoted Mr. Fawcett to show 
that these land revenues were merely a 
portion of the rent. Those of us who 
have had any connection with India, and 
who have studied the working of the 
land assessment and the terrible results 





which follow from it, know’ the 
position much better than Mr. 
Fawcett, and we are not going 


«0 be overawed by schoolmen from Oxford 
x Cambridge. Only to-day I came upon 
in extract from a book which was sent me 
vhich shows the view taken of this matter 
jy no less a person than Sir Louis Mallet, 
rho is one of the most fervent disciples 
Cobden, John Stuart Mill, and the 
Manchester school. He had also some 
wquaintance with India, and he said that 
tue results of this land assessment were 
underrated, and that he would rejoice to 
ve it placed on a more satisfactory 
footing. ‘That would be a policy worthy 
of an Empire like this to undertake. We 
are accustomed to speak of the benefits 
which railways and irrigation works have 
conferred in India. I do not undervalue 
these great improvements, but I say the 
natural fertility of the land in spite of 
them is decreasing in India. I will quote 
one or two figures showing that. In the 
middle of the seventeenth century, during 
the height of the prosperity of the Mogul 
Empire, the average produce of rice in 
India was 1,335 lb. per acre, of wheat 
1,155 lb., and of cotton 67 lb. The 
statistics for the nineteenth century show 
that the average yield of rice per acre is 
from 800 lb. to 900 lb., of wheat 600 lb., 
and of cotton 52 lb., so that the actual 
produce of the land, in spite of all that 


; tas been done, has fallen something like 


30 percent. The question which suggests 
itself is, what remedial measures must be 
adopted to improve the fertility of the 
wil? I venture to point out one such 
measure based on the most careful 
study of India, and recommended by 
some of the most able statesmen 
who have ever ruled that country, and 
that is to revise the system of land 
assessment and to give fair play to the 
Indian agriculturist. I am quite sure 
that if Lord Curzon would examine this 
matter for himself he would build up for 
himself an enduring fame and would 
redeem this country from the reproach 
that while India has a most fertile soil 
and a most docile population she has a 
very incompetent Government. 


VOL. LXXXVI. [FourtH Szrigs.] 
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*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
Barnsley) : Having travelled through the 
famine-stricken districts in India early 
this year, and having seen the terrible 
suffering of the population, I feel I must 
offer a few remarks in support of the 
proposal which has been made that India 
should be given a grant of £5,000,000 
out of the Imperial Exchequer. I desire 
to bear testimony from my own personal 
observation to the most admirable and 
self-sacrificing manner in which officials, 
from the Viceroy down to the lowest 
official in India, are grappling with this 
terrible devastating famine which has 
spread over so wide an area and which is 
greater in relation to the number of 
people affected by it than possibly any 
famine which has ever occurred in the 
history of India. I think it would be a 
great act of sympathy if the House of 
Commons unanimously voted this money 
without a word of discussion, but I go 
beyond that, and I say that it would be 
an act of restitution to the people of 
India. We have a right to come to 
their assistance in this time of severe 
emergency. Lord Welby’s Commission 
acknowledged that more than a quarter 
of a million annually was being over- 
paid to the Exchequer of this country 
from India, in connection with the finan- 
cial arrangements between the two coun- 
tries, and that it should be put an end 
to. But I should like to know whether 
this policy is not to be retrospective. 
We know that this sum of money at least 
has been exacted from the people of India 
for the last twenty years, which amounts 
to the £5,C00,000 proposed in this reso- 
lution. If we grant it, we shall have had 
the benefit of the whole of the interest 
we have derived from that money, towhich 
we have no just claim. Is it not alsoa 
fact that a third of the whole British 
Army is quartered in India, and that 
one-third of our Army Reserves are being 
created at the cost of India? I do not 
know how far that aspect of the question 
was taken into consideration by Lord 
Welby’s Commission. We have been told 
to-night by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that the inhabitants of the native 
States of India have practically no claim 
on the sympathy and the financial aid of 
this country. 1 would ask the right hon. 


Budget. 


Gentleman whether it is or is not true 
that the Queen of England is Empress of 
the whole of India, and that every in- 
habitant of India is a subject of the 


3D 
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Empress ? 


say that the inhabitants in the native | 


States have an equal claim to our assist- 
ance and generosity as have the inhabit- 


ants of the States directly governed by | 


us. We are told that India is to receive 
considerable financial relief by the fact of 
20,000 troops from that country have 
gone to South Africa and to China 
to uphold the interests of the 
British Empire. We are told that 
that will mean a saving of at least 
£3,000,000 sterling. I find that the 
total net cost of the army in India is 
£15,000,000 sterling, and that 20,000 
troops are just about a tenth of the whole 
native and European army, and there- 
fore it appears to me that the utmost 
saving to the Exchequer of India that 
can be effected if these troops remain 
absent for a year will be one and a half 
millions, not three millions. With regard 
to the famine and to the measures 
which are necessary for the relief of 
its victims, my own view is that what 
is needed is a vigorous policy of open- 
ing up and developing India by the 
laying down of more railways, and especi- 
ally the construction of irrigation works, 
so as to grapple with the question once 
for all and lessen immensely the proba- 
bility of the recurrence of famine. I am 
sorry to notice that in connection with 
the heavy expenditure on famine relief 
it has been found necessary to reduce the 
amount spent on railway construction 
and irrigation works. When I was in 
Calcutta, in January last, I had an oppor- 
tunity of discussing this whole question 
with the Viceroy. He is as keen on rail- 
way extension, and the construction of 
irrigation works as anyone can possibly 
he, and I know that he greatly regretted 


heing obliged to stop the construction of , 


railways in various parts of India on 
account of the special expenditure 
rendered necessary by the famine. But 
what I wish to submit to the House is 


{COMMONS} 


That being so, I venture to | the 
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whole railway system in India, 
and it can be improved still further. 
We know that reproductive public works 
have not given sufficient employment to 
the people of India ; but we would not 
only be giving them present employment 
by opening up the country in this way, 
but works would be undertaken which 
would permanently give considerable em- 
ployment to the people of India. In con- 
nection with the East India Railway, we 
find that they cannot get the Government 
of India to allow them to raise money 
which is so urgently required for the 
purpose of supplying the line with rolling 
stock. The other day a deputation of 
Caleutta merchants brought this matter 
specially under my notice. We find that 
the great East India Railway during the 
last twenty years has not only discharged 
nine millions of capital debt, but has also 
covered a capital expenditure of from six 
to seven millions, and has reduced its 


liability to the Government of India by 


' twelve millions. 


whether there is any reason why the, 
construction of railways should not pro- | 


ceed irrespective entirely of any special 
expenditure on famine. What are the 


facts? The railways of India last year, 
including military and famine _ lines, 


earned an average dividend of 5°32 per 
cent., and we know that by the construc- 
tion of many feeder lines, which will 
pay well in themselves, the profitable 
character of the main lines is likely to be 


At present the surplus 
profit from the East India Railway coming 
into the Exchequer is more than a million 
annually. What is the situation at 
present ? One firm owning collieries had 
30,000 tons of coal stocked at the collie- 
ries ; they had ships waiting at Calcutta for 
it ; and yet they could not get them loaded 
for six weeks because the railway com- 
pany had not the necesssary rolling stock 
to carry the coal to the port of shipment. 
It is also true that wheat and seeds have 
been detained at railway stations for 
weeks together for want of trucks. A 
gentleman whom I[ only met to-day, and 
who owns large works in Calcutta, tuld 
me he had to cease work because he could 
not get coal from the collieries. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: These 
are not relevant to the Amendment. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I had no 
intention of going beyond my right, and 
I will defer any further statement in 
regard to this matter until this particular 
Amendment has been disposed of; but 
perhaps I would be in order in urging 
that the proper way to deal with famine 
in India is by opening up and developing 
the country by railway extensions and the 
construction of irrigation works. I think 
I am justified in advocating that, by 
reason of the fact that the railways pay 
exceedingly well, as do also the irrigation 


inereased. That is the financial result of | works. The irrigation works last year 


Mr, Joseph Watton. 
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earned on an average a profit of 7 per | separation of accounts may take place so 
cent. The interest was only 4 per cent.,and | that the opening up of India will not he 
therefore there was a clear profit of 3 per | retarded by any special expenditure in 
cent. which went into the Indian gh ert with famine. The extension 
chequer. Is the financial position of | of railways and irrigation works is the 
India, after all, so bad that the work! one practical way to increase the pros- 
of constructing railways and the carry-| perity of India, and to prevent to a large 
ing on of irrigation works should not | extent the recurrence of famine, and 
proceed? The railways of India earn | even if famine did appear we should then 
5°32 per cent., and I presume that money | be in a much better position to grapple 


Budget. 





to extenc them could be borrowed at | 
I find in the explanatory | 
statement that has been issued that, in | 


34 per cent. 


taking account of the assets and liabili- 
ties of India, the capital value and not 
the present value is taken. I submit to 
the House that the 140 millions which is 
invested in railways earning 53 per 
cent. is worth more than that capital sum, 
and, in the second place, that the irriga- 
tion works on which 23 millions have 
been spent, and which pay on an average 
7 per cent., are certainly a marketable | 
asset worth twice the amount they have 
cost. On that calculation the total 
realisable market value of our assets in| 
India to-day would be 269 millions, 
whereas the total debt of India is only 
212 millions, showing a surplus of 57) 
millions. Then, again, consider the 
enormous revenues from land. We got | 
last year 16 millions from that source, | 
which at twenty-five years purchase 
would be worth 400 millions. The only | 
reason I quote these figures is that I hold | 
that the financial position of India to- 
day is so excellent—there is no debt in 
the sense that we have a National Debt, | 
because it is more than covered by | 
revenue-producing assets—that we should 
be able to proceed with railway construc- 
tion and irrigation works, irrespective , 
altogether of the value of the telegraphs | 
and public buildings, and the enormous 
revenues from land. Why, then, does not 
the Government of India deal with this | 
question of railway construction and 
irrigation works on its merits? Why do. 
they not separate the railway and 
irrigation accounts from the general 
finances of India? They would 
then have a splendid security, and they | 
would be in a position to raise all the 
money they required for railway exten- 
sion and irrigation works. I hope the | 
right hon. Gentleman’s sympathies will 
be with this proposal, and that he will be | 
able to announce in the House to-night | 
that at any rate he will give it favour- | 
able consideration, and that before long a | 


with it. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Dr. TANNER, 
Cork County, Mid). House counted, and 
forty Members being found present, 


*Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG. 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): There 
is one feature with regard to the 


debate to-night on which I wish specially 


|to express my thanks to Her Majesty’s 


Government—namely, the unusually early 
date granted for the discussion of the 
Indian Budget. I welcome this arrange- 
ment, a3 it has been considered a griev- 
ance in India that almost the only definite 
opportunity this House has of discussing 
questions affecting that country is post- 
poned to the last night of the session. 
The present change will be regarded with 
satisfaction in India, and I trust that it 
will be allowed to form a precedent in 
future years. I am pleased to find that 
all the Amendments on the Order Paper 
relating to the Budget have reference to 
the famine, which evinces the great con- 
cern which the House as a whole feels 
about the terrible calamity from which 
India is suffering, and this sympathy by 
the representatives of the nation will be 
regarded with a sense of gratitude by the 
people of that country. But as the par- 


' ticular motion now before the House does 


not embrace all the points covered by 
the several Amendments, I wish, Mr. 
Speaker, to ask your decision as to 
whether it would be in order to refer to 
those points, and especially to the one 
with regard to the development of 


| technical and industrial instruction, which 


forms the subject-matter of the Amend- 
ment standing in my name as follows— 


“That the spread of famine and scarcity 
over extensive areas and affecting millions of 
inhabitants in India, although recurring at 
irregular intervals, may be regarded as a 
certain calamity to which that country 
is periodically exposed ; that the disastrous 
consequences of such visitation are rendered 
unconquerable by the fact that an unusually 
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large proportion of its population is allowed | extension of irrigation works, to which as 


to remain dependent for its livelihood upon 
agricultural labour exclusively, whereas nearly 
all other industrial pursuits, for which the 
natural resources of the country offer wide 
scope, are neglected; that one of the most 
effective methods by which the rigour of the 
famines could Se modified, and the buying 
power of the people now succumbing to them 
increased, would be to enable large classes of 
the agricultural population to pursue other 
industries ; and that, therefore, it is the 
opinion of this House that the Government 


of India should adopt measures for the ele- | 


mentary industrial and technical instruction 
of the poorer communities, so as to fit them 
for more profitable manual labour in other 
directions besides agriculture.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will be in order in dealing with any 
method of relieving the famine, or any 
measure which he thinks would prevent 
its recurrence. 

*Sir_ MANCHERJEE 
there are four which deserve special atten- 
tion as being calculated to mitigate the 
rigours of future famines, if not altogether 
to prevent their recurrence, either by 
lessening the burden upon the taxpayer, 
or by increasing the production of wealth 
in the country. Modifications in the 
different systems of assessment, and the 
adoption of protective measures against 
undue and uncertain enhancements, are 
admitted to have a close bearing upon 
the ultimate prosperity of the cultivator, 
and I am glad to find that the Govern- 


ment of India has before it important | 


material in connection with these questions, | - . ' : 
‘interests of India, safeguarded as they 


as well as with regard to the question of 
elasticity, which is engrossing its attention. 


It seems to me a sound principle that en- | 
hancement should be regulated on the | 


ground of an increase in prices. From 
the discussion in the Viceroy’s Council 
on the last Financial Statement it is 
satisfactory to note that the revised 
Estimates were less than those of the 
Sudget by 83 lakhs of rupees in Bombay, 

‘i by 353 lakhs and 38 lakbs in the 
ventral Provinces and the Punjab, re- 


spectively, and that for the coming 
year large reductions are already 


promised in the estimates which were | 
originally based on a favourable antivipa- | 


tion. The surplus shown in the revised 
Budget, in spite of adverse circumstances, 
is due in a great measure to the steady 
increase in the earnings of railways and 
irrigation works, and this fully justifies 
the provision of a crore of rupees for the 


Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree. 


BHOWNAG.- | 
GREE: Of the several methods suggested | 


| cessions in 


a remedy against famines Lord Curzon 
| has wisely directed his attention. Under 
| the head of “ Reduction of Expenditure” 
| might be included a readjustment of the 
| cost of maintaining in India forces whichare 
required to perform Imperial duties. We 
have had considerable and valuable testi- 
mony from competent statesmen that the 
Indian foreign policy was determined by 
Imperial rather than Indian considera- 
tions, and I hail the announcement made 
by Lord Onslow in another place a few 
nights ago that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
/ment are willing to accept the recom- 

mendations of the Commission, and to 

give at least £250,000, and probably more, 
towards the relief of therevenuesof India ;* 
that Her Majesty’s Government desire 
to treat India not only equitably, but 
liberally ; and that if time were given 
them they hoped to give effect to other 
recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission. I trust Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will go a good deal further in their 
final action on those recommendations, 
and see their way to make further cop- 
the direction in which the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Wolverhampton has made so eloquent an 
appeal to-night for an ampler measure 
of justice to India. I also gladly wel- 
come the determination of the Govern- 
ment to accept the recommendation of 
the Commission as to referring to 
arbitration questions in dispute that 
may arise between tie Imperial 
and the Indian Governments. The 


are, no doubt, by the Secretary of State 
and the Viceroy, are apt to be brushed 
aside if submitted to the final determina- 
tion of the Cabinet alone. But if, upon 
any question in which the authority 
directly connected with India differs from 
the Imperial authority, the points upon 
which they differed were referred to 
_ arbitration, it would go far to convince 
the people of India that the final decision 
arrived at was a fair and just one. 
I would now refer, lastly, to the great 
cause which leads to the impoverishment 
of the resources of India, and exposes her 
population to the ravages of scarcity and 
|famine, which is not inaptly called the 
| drain of the wealth of India. Under this 
| head political thinkers and speakers in- 
| clude a great many questions, such as the 
large civil and military expenditure of the 





* See page 610 of this volume. 
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country, the home charges, the interest 
paid on foreign capital, and so forth, and 
they have their different panacea for 
these evils. To my mind, this great 


drain, the existence of which cannot be | 


denied, is due to the enormous volume of 
foreign manufactured articles which are 
imported into the country. India pays 
out somewhere about fifty millions of tens 
of rupees under this head every year, or, 
to do away with what Lord Curzon very 
aptly termed “the dreadful and bewil- 
dering svmbol of Rx.,” a sum exceeding 
£33,000,000. Against this huge figure the 
value of manufactured articles exported 
from India is absolutely insignificant, so 
that the conclusion is undeniable that the 
manufacturing capacity of the country is 
infinitesimal. 


going over the ground again. 


first drew attention to this subject I was | 
misunderstood and misrepresented by a | 


certain class of people who imagined that 
my object was to discredit high literary 
education in India. Even my hon. friend 
the Member for Dumfriesshire was misled 


in that way, but I should be very much | 


mistaken indeedif he is still of that opinion. 
It is naturally gratifying to me that the 
arguments I then advanced have found 
wide acceptance, and the necessity for the 


propagation of such industrial and techni- | 
cal teaching as might fit the people of | 
India to bestow skilled labour upon the | 


natural materials which are found in such 


abundance in their country is recognised. | 


The interest evinced in this matter by the 
noble Lord and the Viceroy must be 
gratefully acknowledged. I regard the 


{26 Juty 1900} 


On former occasions I have | 
quoted figures and statistics to prove | 
this, and I shall not trouble the House by | 
When [| 
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exported to foreign countries at the 
ridiculously low price of a few annas a- 
piece. These same skins will return to 
the country in the shape of manufactured 
goods. If the natives were taught to manu- 
| facture such goods, to how many hundreds 
| of thousands of people would this very 
material furnish lucrative occupation, and 
how much money on this one head be 
retained in the country? This is what 
might be said with respect to horns, 
bones, seeds, and almost every variety of 
material which is to be found copiously 
in India. In short, the extension of in- 
dustrial enterprise would stop the enor- 
mous drain on the resources of India, and 
furnish the means of subsistence to a 
large number of those who succumb so 
easily to the ravages of famine. Gratify- 
ing as is the fact that the need for such 
teaching as might make this enterprise 
possible is widely and even authorita- 
tively recognised, it is necessary that 
some steps should be taken to 





|supply that need, and means de- 
ivised to provide the necessary 
/instruction. [ have often been con- 


‘fronted with the argument that the 
people of India are averse to such educa- 
‘tion, and asked how it is possible to get 
'a people to adopt trades or industries 
to which they are not inclined and 
| would not take kindly ; but the answer 
is plain. The mission of the British 
Government in India is absolutely a 
paternal one, and it places an obligation 
/upon them to guide the people of the 
‘country. It is no excuse for the Govern- 
/ment to say “The peuple do not want 
lit, and will not do it”; that is not 
| the position that ought to be taken up. 





development of instruction in this direc- ‘It is the duty of the Government to 
tion as the most important of all remedies | find out what is good for the people of 
suggested against the terrible affliction of | India, and then place such means at their 
the oft-recurring famines. I shall briefly | disposal as they might be induced to 
illustrate this by alluding to the fact that | adopt. All the schools in the villages 
90 per cent. of the population of India | and towns throughout the country should 
subsists on agricultural pursuits, and that | be provided with workshops and scientific 
if we succeed in withdrawing say, even 10 | laboratories, on a scale proportionate to 
per cent. from this occupation, we at once | their size and capacity, and by that means 
reduce by so much the burden on the | the people of India would be brought to 
soil, and increase the productive power | see the desirability and the necessity of 
of that 10 per cent. by teaching them to | adapting themselves to the pursuit of 
turn raw material into articles of domes-| industries of a lucrative character. At 
tic use, every one of which nearly they | present the education of India proceeds 
now import from foreign countries.|in the direction of making the people 
Owing to the scarcity of fodder in the | literary scholars, which is right enough 
present famine, large numbers of cattle | in its due proportion, but a nation of 
have perished. I am told that for want | literary scholars is not one that is likely 
of skilled manipulation, the hides were | to advance in the paths of prosperity. 
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The bulk of a prosperous nation must be 
composed of people skilled in industrial 
arts and crafts, and it is the duty of 
the British Government to remedy the 
~ ignorance of India in that respect. 
f the people could be induced to gradu- 
ally enter upon the manufacture of even 
one-fifth of the articles which are now 
imported, and which have entered into 
their daily wants, and which they are now 
compelled to purchase, famine would toa 
large extent disappear. I submit that this 
is the most effectual way of subduing the 
effects of this curse that overwhelms India 
periodically. This is the root cure for the 
future. Meanwhile, for the present, we 
have not only the prevailing famine, but 
unfortunately a dismal prospect for the 
coming year. Reports from India about 
the rainfall are alarming, and there is 
promise of continuous scarcity. This has 
enhanced the disappointment with which 
I heard the speech of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. When the right 
hon. Gentleman rose to speak, I fully 
expected he would make some announce- 
ment which would carry comfort to the 
hearts of the people who are in such dire 
distress, and that, at all events, he would 
hold out some hope of help. But the 
argument which he mainly employed was 
that Great Britain could not spare money 
for an adequate grant, because her Ex- 
chequer was poorer than that of India. 
This statement will be read to-morrow 
everywhere with surprise and even con- 
sternation. 


further argued that the credit of India was | 


unshaken, and that she can borrow more 
than she requires for her needs. No 
doubt the credit of India is as good to- 
day in the midst of her sufferings as it 
ever was, and she can draw upon 
her credit as largely as she chooses for 
the purpose of obtaining relief, more es- 


pecially as it is generally known that 
England is at her back; but a nation 


in this respect is like a man, who might 
have any amount of credit, but who, if he 
drew upon it too largely, would become a 
helpless bankrupt, and ultimately perish. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In such a ease the 


Government would come to her assis- 
tance. 
*Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 


GREE: I am grateful for that assurance. 
I make no claim on the part of India 
on the ground of right, of her past 


Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree. 


{COMMONS} 


The right hon. Gentleman | 
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| wrongs, or anything of the kind. I only 
appeal to the benevolence of the British 
nation, and to the high Imperial instincts 
| which have recently been shown by the 
| nation in various ways, so that India may 
| feel that her relationship with England is 
|not merely one of pounds, shillings 
‘and pence, but that England will 
‘stand by India to-day as India has 

stood by England whenever called upon 
‘to do so. I remember during the time 
| of the American War, when there was a 
great crisis in the Manchester cotton 

trade, how the merchant princes of 
| Bombay sent stupendous aid to Lan. 
' cashire. 


| Mr. MACLEAN: They were making 
' their fortunes out of it. 


*Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I am surprised at my hon. friend, 
after his speech to-night, using this argu- 
ment against the appeal | am making. I 
repeat, Mr. Speaker, I-do not base my 
appeal as any sort of claim whatsoever. 
{ would not hark back on the past, 

‘or I might be tempted to dwell on 
the various instances in which the Indian 
Exchequer was unjustifizbly burdened 
with large payments on account of the 
Persian and Abyssinian expeditions, the 
entertainment of the Sultan, the demon- 
| stration at Malta, and the Egyptian cam- 
paigns. I only plead for a generous 
| grant in this time of India’s need, on the 
| ground that it would be essentially the 


| sort of charity that covereth a multitude 
of sins. I make my appeal because I feel 
that amid our present distractions, and 
| owing to the numerous calls that have 
| been made on its purpose, this nation has 
not fully acted up to its noble traditions 


|for sympathy with suffering  fellow- 
|subjects. A few days ago I made an 


| appeal to the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
| the concluding words of which I would 
| take the liberty of reading to the 
| House— 

“As head of a Church the beneticence of 


| whose operations and whose resources for doing 
| good are practically boundless, I venture to 
| appeal to your Grace in this time of India’s 
| direful need to make a call upon this nation 

for succour and relief. A day of general 
| prayer and intercession, to be followed by a 
| collection, in all the churches, would provide 
| such a remedy. Divine grace thus suppli- 
| cated would not be withheld, while the dona- 
| tions of the religious-minded specially called 


| for from innumerable pulpits would result ina 
| copious flow of that material help which would 


| sensibly mitigate the evils of this gigantic 
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my appeal into your favourable consideration, 
[need scarcely say that you will earn the un- 
uttere! blessings of countless masses of our 
suffering fellow-subjects in India, endear the 
Church to their hearts in its charitable 
aspects, and demonstrate as has never been 


prayer and Christian charity.” 

The Archbishop’s reply to that appeal was 
to the effect that it would be best for 
ntending subscribers to send all contri- 
yitions to the Mansion House Fund. 
such a reply from the highest dignitary 
f the Church showed unmistakably that 
the heart and conscience of the nation had 
ot been awakened. 
wge that it is the clear duty of the 


that 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will be re- 
considered. In conciusion, Mr. Speaker, 
I would make an appeal to hon. Mem- 
bers opposite. If they really mean 
to serve India in this time of her distress, 
I would ask them not to press the motion 
for a grant to adivision. We know that 
the division will be on the usual party 
lines, and the motion will be rejected by a 
large majority. [t will be regarded as 
a decision which confirms and_ stereo- 
types the unfortunate declaration that has 
been made ; but if the appeal for a grant is 
allowed to rest on the expression of views 
that has taken place to-night and which 
will be echoed in the press to-morrow, 
there may be some hope of a favourable 
consideration of this question before long. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): Iam not going to follow the 
hon. Gentleman in any of the arguments 
he has placed before the House. I will 
merely say that I do not think that he 
drew the right inference as to the 
amount of interest that there is in the 
motion under discussion. I believe 


deeply moved at the distress in India 
through this famine, and I desire to add 
my personal appreciation of the closing 
remarks of the noble Lord, the pathos of 
whose words, to my mind, was expressive 
of the sincerity of the deep feeling of 
this country. I much regret that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer made the speech he did. 
Though I quite see that there may be 
reasons why the Government could not 
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calamity. Should it please your Grace to take | grounds which he gave for coming to that 
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‘conclusion. I agree with the hon. Gentle- 


man opposite that the comparison which 
the right hon. Gentleman drew with 
regard to the Exchequers was entirely 


ae. | fallacious, and one which will not bear 
done before to three hundred millions of the | 
inhabitants of that country the benevolence, 
the potency, and the saving grace of Christian | 


the grip of argument for a moment. With 
regard to the famine now raging in India, 
I feel that no words are too strong to ex- 


/press our admiration for the way in 


On this ground I , 


fovernment to make a grant, and [ trust | 


the decision announced by the , , : 
are doing their work silently, loyally, 


which ll officials responsible for 
the famine administration at the 
present time are doing their duty. 


From the highest officer down to the 
humblest official, whether English or 
Indian, they are doing their duty. They 
are doing duties which, if done on the field 
of battle, would have been made known 
to the world, and would have won the 
admiration of the public generally. They 


‘and unwitnessed, and I am sure that 


that the country and the House are, 


this House and the country cordially 
endorse all that has been said in praise 
of what they have done. The fact 
is, as has already been pointed out by the 
noble Lord, this is the greatest famine of 
the century, and the most widespread in 
its effects. We must remember that 
cholera in its most fatal form has been 
added to the horrors of the famine, and 
that has made the situation still more 
serious. In many districts in India the 
people had searcely recovered from the 
effects of the famine of three years ago 
when they received this second blow. I 
do not desire to dwell to-night in any way 
on certain mistakes which have been 
made in the famine administration. I 
will only call attention to two things 
which I think have been unfortunate. 
First of all, there was the massing of the 
sufferers in relief camps distant from 
villages. I would also note the fact that 
the people receiving relief are paid a 
minimum of wages cut down to the 
starvation point. These things have had 
the effect, I think, of intensifying the 
evils resulting from the famine. No doubt 
when this famine is over there will be 


‘an inquiry into the whole circumstances. 


accept this resolution, I object to eal 


Iam not going in any way to anticipate 
what will be the result of that inquiry. 
I would rather refer for a few moments 
to one or two of the remedies which I 
think are essential before India can be 
placed in a position satisfactorily to resist 
the awful consequences of these famines. 
It is a commonplace to say that the 
immediate cause of all these famines is 
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the lack of rainfall. 
can affect that immediate cause, but I 
think all hon. Members will agree with 
me when I say that it is possible to 
make such changes in regard to the posi- 
tion of the great masses of the population 
in India who are peculiarly liable to the 
effects of famine as will make them 
stronger to resist its effects. I will men- 
tion one or two of these remedies which 
I think would permanently improve the 
position of the cultivators of the soil in 
India. 
already referred to the need of extending 
irrigation works. I am not going into 
this question at any length, but I would 


like heartily to associate myself with | 


what he said. There is need for extend- 
ing irrigation works for famine-protective 
purposes in India. I notice that Lord 
Curzon in his speech at his Council in 
March last complained a little of the 
insistence of a certain number of those 
interested in India in this country upon 
this point. He said that apparently we 
were not aware that already a great deal 
had been done in the way of providing 
irrigation works for the purpose of 
preventing famine. That is perfectly 


true. What we say is, we think a 
great deal more ought to be done 
than has been done already. We 
have spent in India up to 1897 


the enormous sum of £250,000,000, or 


thereabouts, upon the construction of rail- | 


We have only spent £32,000,000 


ways. 


upon the construction of irrigation works. | 


I think that that is a great disproportion, 
which ought not to exist, between these 


two kinds of public works, which have | 


mainly for their purpose the prevention 
and the amelioration 
course the objection is made that you 
cannot make canals in high and _ hilly 
countries. ‘This is a difficulty which no 
doubt prevails over a large portion of the 
Central Provinces of India. I reply to 
that—if canals are impossible, lakes are 
not. I would remind the House that 
there is a large number of storage tanks in 
certain districts of India, especially in the 
Central Provinces. They have been used 
throughout history in India. They have 
been a practical method for alleviating the 
horrors of famine, and I will ask whether 
it is not possible to construct storage 
tanks, at least in such districts as I have 
named in the Central Provinces, if it can- 
not be done elsewhere. If we cannot 
erect these storage tanks, what about 


Mr. Herbert Robert:. 


{COMMONS} 


No possible remedy | 


My hon. friend below me has | 


of famine. Of | 
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wells? There are in Northern India a 
great number of these wells, and they 
could be, I venture to assert, multiplied 
to almost any extent. In concluding 
what I have to say on irrigation works, | 
would like to remind the House, and 
especially the noble Lord opposite, if he 
will allow me, that there was a specific 
recommendation in the Famine Commis. 
sion Report of 1898, on this subject. It 
stated this— 

“As the State in India is generally in the 
| position of superior landlord, there are special 
reasons why the Government should under- 
take, without expectation of direct return, 
works peculiarly protective of agriculture, 
such as irrigation works.” 

I venture to say that this is a sound 
piece of advice. Although the Govern- 
ment have not had a very long time to 
carry out that recommendation, I hope 
the noble Lord will to-night be able to 
say that they agree with the poliey which 
underlies the statement. I hope also the 
noble Lord will be able to give the House 
some information in regard to the atti- 
tude of the Government to the Madras 
Irrigation Bill, which embodies a point of 
policy with the most direct connection 
with the question of famine. As some 
hon. Members may be aware, the Govern- 
ment of Madras passed a Bill making the 
irrigation rate compulsory. ‘This is a 
most retrograde policy. It is contrary 
to the distinct recommendation of the 
Commission I have already alluded to, 
It, is contrary to the universal usage in 
India, and there is no reason why this 
change should be made. That is a 
change which means that, in regard to 
Madras, there shall be a compulsory rate 
for the use of water from irrigation works, 
because, as my hon. friend below me has 


already pointed out, the interest earned | 
by the irrigation works upon the whole | 


is about 7 per cent.—at all events, it 
is over 6 per cent. I should point out 
also that the policy that underlies this 
| Madras Bill is contrary to the position 
'taken up by more than one previous 
| Secretary of State with regard to similar 
legislation. Thirty years ago a similar 
| measure was proposed, and the Duke of 
| Argyll who was Secretary of State for 
| India at the time, for three specific reasons 
| refused his sanction. I am not going to 
| trouble the House with the reasons in 
‘detail, but they were in the first place 
| that a canal might not be able to supply 
for irrigation purposes the expected 
quantity of water; secondly, that the 
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expected quantity being available, culti- 
vators might decline to avail themselves 
to the expected extent ; and thirdly, that 
excessive costliness of construction might, 
in order to render a canal remunerative, 
necessitate the imposition of higher rates 
than cultivators could afford or would 
voluntarily pay. If these three reasons 
against making the rate compulsory in 
regard to these works were valid in 1870, 
they are valid to-day. I hope the noble 
Lord will be able to give us some 
ground for hoping that he will not 
sanction this particular Bill. As the 
hon. Member for Cardiff has already 
pointed out, the root of the famine is the 
land question. India is an agricultural 
country. I agree with the hon. Member 
opposite entirely that it is of the utmost 
importance we should develop, as far as 
we can, the industrial resources of India, 


and I think he will also agree with me | 


when I say that it will take many decades 
before India can hope to compete with 
the capital, the skill, and the science of 
Europe. Even when this does take place, 
the great masses of India will depend 
primarily upon agriculture. Therefore, 
in dealing with the land question in India 
with regard to famine, you are dealing 
with an issue of vital and permanent im- 
portance. 
two remarks as to the principle regulating 
land assessment in India, and to point out 
that these facts have a direct bearing upon 
the consequences of the famine. Take, 
first, the principle now obtaining in 
Northern India. I will content myself 
with simply showing what the system 
there is. After a number of reduc- 
tions had been made on the scale of 
assessment about fifty years ago, it: was 
finally fixed at 50 per cent. of the rental. 
The system is to allow the landlord and 
the tenant to make their own arrange- 
ments, and then the State comes in 
and takes 50 per cent. of the rental. 
It is interesting to note that the 
then Governor of the North-west Pro- 
vinces, Sir Antony MacDonnell, a man of 
the largest experience, and a most dis- 
tinguished public servant in India, points 
out that this means, generally speaking, 
8 to 10 per cent. of the gross produce of 
the soil. The arrangement has worked 
well hitherto, and I wish to suggest that 
it would be most desirable that a similar 
limit should be placed in regard to land 
assessment in the Southern Provinces of 
India. Just one word as to Madras and 
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I would like to make one or | 
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Bombay. Here the matter stands in a 
very different condition. As hon. Mem- 
bers know, the Government deal direct 
with the cultivators. The rent in many 
cases is excessive, and the cultivators are 
in a state of chronic poverty. I will only 
mention one fact to prove that statement. 
I find on reading the Report of the Famine 
| Commission of 1878 the statement— 


| “The Government takes in rent not from 8 
to 10 per cent. of the gross produce, as in 
Northern India, but from 12 to 31 per cent.” 








| I am afraid if the present day facts were 
| examined the matter would be still worse 
in regard to that point. As to Bombay, 
|the only evidence I will trouble the 
| House with is what is divulged in the 
| Crop Experiments Report in reference to 
| the relation between the assessments. I 
| find that, judging from the results of 
| these experiments, it has been discovered 
with regard to the Presidency of Bombay 
'that the assessment is very high, and 
| that in some cases it reaches a scale 
| of 42, 67, and even 96 per cent. of the 
| gross product of the soil. Without 
|wearying the House with any further 
facts and figures, I will content myself 
with simply pointing out that it seems to 
me plain that there is an inevitable connec- 
tion between the scale of assessment and 
the present famine in these districts. With 
regard to the Central Provinces, I will re- 
mind the House that six years ago an 
enhancement took place of similar dimen- 
sions. Rents advanced from 20 per cent. 
to 105 per cent., and the effect of this 
enhancement has been inevitable. People 
are afraid to embark capital in the land, 
and when famine comes, as it has come 
to that district to-day, the people are 
practically helpless to resist it. The 
moral of these facts is written, I believe, 
very plainly in the history of the famines 
in India. Ido not wish to say that it is 
only in those districts where land assess- 
ment is very high that famines ever 
come. What Ido say is that an exami- 
nation of the facts of the case proves 
beyond doubt that it is just in those 
districts that famines are always most 
severe. For instance, in 1877, as the 
House knows, it was in Madras that 
5,000,000 died of famine, and in 1897 
and 1900 it was in the Central Provinces 
where the famine seemed to have the 
worst results. To-day it is in Bombay. 
It is in these three districts and Presi- 











dencies that land assessments are higher 
than they are in any other portion of 
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India. The House will ask, “In the face | 
of these facts, what do you suggest?” I) 
do not recommend a universal system. | 
That would be obviously impossible. I 
do not recommend the extension through- | 
out India of the permanent settlement. I. 
do not recommend the creation of landlords 
in Bombay and Madras, as in other parts 
of India. What Ido suggest is that an 
equitable limit should be fixed to the land 
revenue demanded by the Government, 
and that reasonable security should be 
given to tenants that this rate will 
continue. What do hon. Members 
think would be an equitable limit 
to impose with regard to land assessment ! 
I would suggest this practical solution of 
the difficulty. I should suggest as to the 
limit that it should not exceed in any 
single area 20 per cent. of the gross pro- 
duct of the soil. Where you take an 
entire district into account, the limit 
should be 10 per cent. It is quite 
obvious that, if for famine purposes it 
is necessary to bring about some changes 


in the way of moderating the land 
charges throughout India, you must 


have money to do it. It is perfectly 
foolish to suggest that these reforms 
should be carried out and the remedies 
applied unless you are at the same time 
to make some suggestion as to the source 
from which the money required is to come. 
The remedy proposed in the resolution is 
for a temporary and exceptional state of 
things. It does not go to the root of the 
matter, and will not be a permanent 
remedy. I would suggest that there is 
one source from which a large portion of 
the expenditure of India might be justly 
andreasonably curtailed,and that isthe mili- 
tary charges now imposed on the Indian 
Exchequer should be reduced. I do not 
think I should be in order in going into 
the reasons that obtain 





*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
is discussing a question that does not come 
within the scope of this Amendment. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I said I 
would be out of order in going into de- 
tails on that point. The hon. Member 
below me who moved the resolution 
spoke cf the claim India had for some 
reduction in regard to this matter. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
hon. Member in speaking on that matter 
v%s speaking on the main question, but 


Ur. Herbert Roberts. 
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| about this should come from. 
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it cannot be discussed on the motion now 
before the House. 


Budget. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: If I 
cannot refer to it, it will be impossible for 
me to give even briefly my suggestion as 
to where the money required for bringing 
There was 
one remark the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer made in his speech which was not 
in any way sound. In reference to the 
fact that we are now making use of Indian 
troops in China and South Africa, he said 
that we pay in full for these services, and 
that therefore the Government of this 
country ought not to be asked for any 
assistance to India on that account. It 
seems to me that that is not an adequate 
reply to the question. The fact that we 
pay for the services of these troops while 
abroad does not in any way compensate 
for the fact that they are held in India, 
and that such a large sum ef money is 
expended on them permanently for Indian 
purposes. I feel that in this direction 
we shall find some day a solution of the 
financial aspect of the question. I am 
glad that we have had an opportunity of 
discussing this question. I am grateful 
to the First Lord of the Treasury for 
giving us an opportunity earlier than the 
last day of the session for doing it. 
I regret dee;ly that the Government have 
found it impossible to acquiesce in the 
Amendment, but I do net altogether 
despair that the day is not far 
distant when they will reconsider their 
conclusion. If they do so I feel that the 
granting to India of a generous gift upon 
this trying occasion in the history of the 
Indian Empire will have results of the 
most wide-reaching and salutary effect. 


*Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): It 
appears to me that the decision come to 
upon the motion before the House must 
depend in a large measure upon the 
opinion which is formed as to the 
financial position of India. It is quite 
clear that the decision with regard to the 
grant of £5,000,000 we are called upon 
to make depends to a large extent on the 
opinion we hold with respect to two 
questions—namely, is India in a position 
to pay? And, secondly, is it to the 
/permanent advantage of India that 
_England should pay this free grant! 
With regard to the first question I do 
/not perceive in the arguments brought 
‘forward in favour of the motion any real 
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attempt to prove that the finances of 
India are in such a condition that they 
are incapable of standing the strain of the 
present famine. If we look at the tables 
presented to us, what do we find? We 
find that there have been surpluses 
in the last two years averaging about 
£2,500,000 sterling. If we look at the 


commerce of the country, we see no | 


sign whatever of diminution or exhaus- 
tion. 
I do see that during the last two years 


a reform—a great and permanent improve- | 


ment of financial value—has been carried 
out. I think insufficient attention has 
been paid to the reform which has been 
executed with respect to the currency. It 
is within the knowledge of the House 
that during the last twenty years the one 
great danger of India, the great bane, not 
only of Indian finance, but of Indian com- 
merce and administration, has been that 
proceeding from the fluctuations of 
exchange. I believe that the noble Lord 
the Secretary of State and the Indian 
Government are entitled to claim that in 
the coarse of the year under review they 


have practically solved that question. it | 
is undoubtedly true that the immediate | 


results of the reform of 1893 were 
disappointing, but the Committee presided 
over by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Wolverhampton deserve 
the greatest credit for having perceived, in 
the midst of apparent failure, those 
elements which made for final and com- 
plete success. The redundancy of silver 
currency existing in 1893 could only be 
worked off by degrees. That absorption 
of the rupee has now taken place, and I 
believe we have attained a _ position 
of assured equilibrium. Surely that is a 
circumstance which should not be lost 
sight of in considering any question of a 
grant to India, or any question affecting 
the strength or weakness of the Indian 
financial position. On the second point, 
namely, whether it is to the permanent 


advantage of India that England should | 


pay this free grant of £5,000,000, I 


admit that there are strong substantial | 


reasons, which I do not at all underrate, 
for being generous, and if I argue the 
question, I will not do so from the point 
of view of the English exchequer or the 


burdens now incumbent upon English | 


taxpayers. I would prefer to view the 
question from the point of view of Indian 
financial administration. It has been my 
fortune to be intimately concerned with 
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On the other side of the tables | 
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the finance of several countries somewhat 
similarly situated to India, and I am sure 
of this, that had similar circumstances 
presented themselves I should have been 
opposed to a grant of this kind, and for 
various reasons, which I will state with all 
| deference to the House. In the first 
place the right hon. Gentleman who 
spoke recently said that every country 
| has its dignity in these matters, and that 
it is undesirable, unless it is absolutely 
necessary, to go to the English Exchequer 
in forma pauperis. Were India to fall 
| back upon assistance from England there 
| would be distinct deterioration. Leaving 
‘aside the question of dignity let us 
'examine the question of practical ad- 
ministration. I have no doubt whatever 
that the task of the Financial Minister at 
Calcutta would be rendered considerably 
more difficult were this assistance to be 
given, because it is impossible for assist- 
ance of that kind to be given without its 
being considered, rightly or wrongly, as 
a precedent. We may say that here the 
circumstances are exceptional, and will 
never occur again. I wish I could take 
so optimistic a view. I am certain that 
if a grant is given to-night, or in the 
course of the present year, circumstances 
| generally similar to those now present 
will recur, and recur very shortly, while 
the power of resistance will diminish. I 
| believe that the forces which work under 
all Governments for extravagance, and 
work with particular strength under a 
military Government, which I take 
that of India to be, to a large extent 
would gain force. The military Mem- 
hers, who have always a great many 
reforms they desire, would say, “ Well, if 
Indian resources are insufficient you know 
perfectly well you have only to turn to 
Downing Street, and from the Treasury 
you will receive the assistance you 
require.” Iam convinced that the Mem- 
bers who have most experience in the 
financial administration of States will 
agree with me that it is essentially im- 
|portant that a country should remain 
financially independent, and that it 
should sail, if I may be permitted to use 
the expression, upon its own bottom. It 
does not appear to me that sufficient 
| proof has been afforded that real difficulty 
has arisen in India. I rather incline to 
the view that the present difficulty and 
| the present stress is due in some measure 
'to the fact that the Indian Government, 


| somewhat tike the ryot, does not in 
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the days of prosperity make sufficient | treatment. The management of a great 
provision for those years of famine which | exchequer does not consist merely in bring- 
inevitably come. Although I differ from | ing in money, in reducing balances, and 
the hon. and right hon. Gentlemen who | in saving interest. You cannot conduct 
have spoken in favour of a Vote from | the finances of a great empire on the same 
England, I agree with them to some} principle as the finances of a money- 
extent in this, that I do not consider the | dealer or a bill-broker. The effect which 
present system of administration of} your measures will have upon the mind 
famine relief and insurance to be | of the financial world, and the impression 
altogether satisfactory. It appears to) you create upon the imagination of the 
me that the Indian Government | taxpayers in India, are circumstances 
have put their case forward some-| which must be taken into account. | 
what unwisely. Their administration | hold it to be of supreme importance that 
of famine relief may be sound, /in a country like India the population 
but in giving an account of their steward-| should realise that the Government is 
ship they have created distrust and| strong and wealthy, and disposes of 
suspicion. Mr. Dawkins says that a new | ample resources to meet any emergency. 
departure will be taken in regard to! During the recent famine I have seen it 
this fund. As the programme of | railway ‘stated in an Indian newspaper that it 
works destined to relieve famine has been | was most undesirable for the Government 
nearly exhausted, and the programme | to appeal to private benevolence lest it 
of irrigation works has been largely re- ;should be thought that they were in 
duced, there will be a considerable balance | financial straits, and that they were obliged 
of money unexpended on famine relief. | to appeal to individuals in India and 
The Secretary of State proposes to | in this country in order to give that relief 
devote that sum to public works which | to suffering which their straitened circum. 
without it weuld have to be met by | stances rendered them unable to furnish 








incurring new debt. In other words, the | 
Public Works Department will borrow 
from the famine relief fund instead of | 
from the market. Is this a_ solution 
of the question? I[ admit that it 
is an advance on the present practice. 
That money will figure as an asset in 
the books of the Famine Relief Depart- 
ment, and as a liability in the books of 
the Public Works Department ; but I 
should criticise the proposal from this 
point of view, that a departmental entry 
is not a commercial realisable asset in 
the ordinary sense of the word. I am 
convinced that the only satisfactory plan 
of meeting these recurring famines in 
India is to constitute such a reserve, either 
from surpluses or from an annual Vote, as 
shall place the Government of India in a 
position of assured independence, and as 
shall enable them to deal with famine in 
a more free and decided manner than 
would be now either justifiable or possible. 
Under the plan which I venture to advo- 
cate this annual sum or sums would be 
placed tothe credit of an extraordinary 
fund, which would be invested in high- 
class non-Indian securities, and would be 
available to meet unforeseen emergencies 
without recurrence to English support. 
The Indian financial situation appears to 
me not to want relief by a grant-in-aid 
from London, but to require broader 


Sir Edgar Vincent. 


‘themselves. I contend that the mere 
| fact that such a statement is made shows 
not that there is anything wrong with the 
| financial administration “of the country, 
| but that there is something wrong with 
the method by which the results are 
brought before the public. I have a clear 
opinion regarding the financial soundness 
and prosperity ot India, and I differ by the 
whole breadth of the heavens from those 
who think that India is either overtaxed 
or misgoverned. I differ no less strongly 
from those who think it is good policy 
to make India appear poor so as to 
diminish the financial burdens which may 
be cast upon her. My conviction is that 
the only right course is for the Govern- 
ment to make the finances strong and to 
let them appear strong. I would consti- 
tute such a reserve as would put this 
question beyond doubt, and I would 
invest that reserve not as is now 
proposed, in a departmental entry, but 
in such a manner as to show that it 
is a financial asset which is realisable, 
which the Government can fall back upon 
in times of distress, and which would 
enable the Government to deal 
with famine or war in a_ thoroughly 
efficient and satisfactory manner. It is 
within the memory of all that in Egypt, 
ata time when that country had gone 
through greater financial straits than 
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India has ever been placed in, the 
moment years of prosperity commenced 
it was decided to apply all surpluses 
to the constitution of a reserve fund. 
Those who are acquainted with the 
administration of Egypt will agree 
with me that the existence of that 


reserve fund, which now amounts to about | 


four millions sterling, has been the corner 
stone of all subsequent financial opera- 
tions, and that it has imparted to 
Egyptian finance a strength and vigour 
and elasticity which appear to me to be 
somewhat lacking in a country of much 


greater strength—namely, India. The | 


noble Lord the Secretary of State for 
India has had the rare privilege of having 
relieved India of one grave financial 
danger—that of the fluctuation of ex- 
change. I hope that the noble Lord will 


crown this considerable achievement by | 


establishing in Indja a reserve which will 
place the Government in a position of 


assured financial security. I believe 
that this is the way in_ which 
future famines can be dealt with, 
and the remedy which I venture 
to propose is one of a permanent 


character, and not one merely a tem- 
porary relief like a grant-in-aid. The 
present scale of taxation in India in a 
normal year should leave at least a sur- 
plus of £3,000,000 sterling to constitute 
a reserve fund, and to this may be added 
the profit which will be realised upon the 
coinage of silver. I do hope that we shall 
in future abandon the practice adopted in 
past years of dissipating the surplus in 
small Departmental doles. Let the noble 
Lord in future adopt the bold and coura- 
geous policy of constituting a material and 
an effective, a public and manifest, reserve. 
If he adopts this course, I am convinced 
that the financial clouds which now 
obscure—and which have for so long 
obscured—the finances of our great Indian 
dependency will roll apart, and the peace, 


the prosperity, and the happiness of the | 
inhabitants of that great Empire will be | 


notably enhanced and confirmed. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): Ihave followed with the closest 


attention the able speech which has been | 
delivered by the hon. Member who has | 


just sat down. The only remark I wish 
to make in regard to that speech is that, 
so far asmy memory serves me, the mode 
of creating a famine fund which he has 
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| plan upon which the famine fund was 
, originally established, and which succes- 
| sive Governments of India have, for good 
ireasons or for bad, diverted from its 
original application. But, whatever be 
‘the merits of the plan, it seems rather to 
be concerned with the future than with 
the immediate present, and it is not, I 
venture to say, very intimately asso- 
ciated with the question which is now 
before the House—n amely, the condition 
in which the Indian people are found at 
| the present time. I listened very closely 
and with much interest a little while ago 
to the speech of the hon. Member for 
North-East Bethnal Green, and I may 
say that I cordially agree with him in the 
disappointment which he expressed at 
the speech of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. I only regret that at the con- 
clusion of his speech the hon. Gentleman 
announced that he would not have the 
courage to support his views by his vote 
in this House. 


*Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I must object to that phrase, 
because I made my meaning perfectly 
clear, and explained that in the best 
interests of India I wished the motion 
should not be divided on, as it was sure 
to be defeated. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I am perfectly 
aware of what the hon. Member said, but 
I think the excuse he gave for supporting 
the Government was a very thin pretext. 


MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a point 
of order. I am accused of opposing 
this Amendment upon a thin pretext, 
when I have absolutely given adequate 
reasons for the course I intend to take. 
Is the hon. Member in order in using 
that language ? 


*SIR 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
hon. Member has said anything which is 
. out of order. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I say again 
that it is the thinnest pretext I ever 
heard advanced. The hon. Member said 
| that the relations between this country 
and India were the relations of a benevo- 
! lent Imperialism. The only commentary 
| I desire to make upon the speech of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is that it 


just sketched out was, in substance, the | seems to me that both the benevolence 
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and the Imperialism were conspicuously | 
absent. One is always willing to make | 
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ates all responsibility for these Native 
States. The Indian Famine Paper issued 


allowances for the position of the Chan- | this morning gives us the means of caleu- 


cellor of the Exchequer. But after | 
all, a Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
is a Minister of the Crown, and I) 
rather think that when the people of | 
this country read the arguments by | 
which the right hon. Gentleman has | 
opposed the proposal which has been 
made from these benches they will feel | 
humiliated. What are the arguments 
which he used? The first was that the 
present was an unfavourable time for 
making such a demand upon the national 
credit. He mentioned the burden which 
the war in South Africa had laid upon 
him. All that is true, but it does not 
seem to me that this unhappy war in 
South Africa, in which the Government 
has involved the country, should be per- | 
mitted to relieve this country from its ob- 
ligation towards our Indian fellow-subjects. | 
If we are to take the speech of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer as representing 
the views of the Government, then we 
know exactly where we stand. We know 
from his statement that this war in South 
Africa is not only to prevent the fulfilment 
of the promises which the Government 
made to the people of this country, and to 
stand in the way of much-needed social re- 
forms in England, but it is also to prevent 
the fulfilment of our obligations to 
the people of India, and prevent us 
assuming our proper position in relation 
to the affairs of China. This South 
African War seems to me to have 
weakened, humiliated, and paralysed the 
action of the Government in almost 
every quarter of the globe. The second 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to me, if possible, even more ex- 
traordinary than the first. The right 
hon. Gent!eman said that he understood 
the bulk of this money which we are voting 
would go not for the benefit of British 
India, which is under theimmediategovern- 
ment of the Crown, but as to the bulk of 
it would go to benefit the Native States. 
I will show that that is not so; but sup- 
posing it were so, the right hon. Gentle- 
man knows that we interfere with the 
internal affairs of these Native States. | 
To a large extent we prevent them 
governing themselves according to old 
Oriental methods, and insist on them 
adopting Western methods. It shows a 
curious want of the Imperial instinct 
when the right hon. Gentleman repudi- | 


Mr. Pickersgill, 


| people. 


lating roughly, but not inaccurately, the 
proportions in which this fund will go 
to the benefit of British India and the 
Native States. The grants which the 


Government propose to make are to be 


divided in the proportions of twenty-six 
lakhs to the Native States and fifty-five 
lakis to British India. This question can 


'hardly be decided without considering 


how far the Government has discharged 


‘its duty towards the indian people. I 


cordially recognise the _ self-saerificing 
efforts of the Civil servants in coping with 
this famine. They have not spared them- 
selves ; they have given their health, and 
even their lives, to the cause, and not a few 
of them have used their own pecuniary 
resources in aid of the famine-stricken 
What I want to do is to attack 
the system, not the men who administer 
it. The right hon. Gentleman stated 
this afternoon that over 11,000 natives 
had been crowded in a relief camp, and 
that terrible mortality had broken out, 
that the people ran away aud carried the 
infection to other districts. He said that 
that was an exceptional case, but I ques- 
tion whether it was really exceptional. 
If we are to believe the testimony of 
credible and authentic observers, it was not 
an exceptional case. There were many places 
like it in the Bombay Presidency. There 
were camps in which 30,000 people were 
crowded together, and that was directly 
contrary to the Code, which lays down 
that relief works camps should be limited 
to 5,000 persons. What was the effect of 
having these large crowded camps? They 
became the centres of disease. Mr. Nash 
tells us that the Government of India 
knew perfectly well that cholera would 
inevitably break out in these camps, yet 
they did not take medical precautions 
which they ought to have taken ; nor did 
they provide an adequate service of 
medical men in order to cope with the 
danger. The second point which I wish 
to emphasise is the incalculable loss of 
eattle during this famine. Now, could 
that loss of cattle have been avoided ? The 
cattle died because there was no fodder for 
them ; but there was plenty of fodder in 
other parts of India, and the cattle died 
because the fodder was not brought to the 
spots where the cattle were. If the testi- 
mony of competent observers is true, the 
transport of fodder hopelessly broke 
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down. Mr. Nash, the correspondent of 
the Manchester Guardian, says that there 


was plenty of fodder ready packed for | 


transport. Big stacks of grass running 
into hundreds of thousands of tons were 
stacked along the railway lines in the 
Central Provinces, and the whole of 
it was allowed to rot, and the few cattle 
left were allowed to die. The transport 
was ineffective, and unnecessarily aggra- 
vated the loss of cattle. The right hon. 
Gentleman, in the course of his very in- 
teresting speech, referred to the relations 
between the rulers of India and the ruled. 
He said there was an amount of sympathy 
between the Government of India and the 
people to an extent which had not pre- 
vailed in former years. But I would 
respectfully ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether his own conscience is altogether 
clear in this matter, and whether the 
relations between England and India and 
between the Government and the governed 
in India have been improved by the 
recent changes carried through in the 
Indian Council. I would ask him whether 
he thinks that these relations of sympathy 
were promoted by the harsh treatment 
given the brothers Natu, who were im- 
prisoned for two years without trial, and 


in relation to whom the charges on which | 


they were arrested were changed from 
time to time, and they were at last 
released without any charge having been 
established against them. I ask him 
further whether these relations of sym- 
pathy are likely to be promoted by what 
has happened at Cawnpore ? I hope that 
the spirit which the right hon. Gentleman 
has shown in his speech this evening will 
be practically illustrated in the future 
relations between the Government and 
the governed in India. 


*CoLoneEL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon): I am sorry that 
this debate has been rather narrowed 
down, because there were a great many 
questions of general interest in the speech 
of the Secretary of State for India, with 
reference to currency, trade, military pre- 
parations, railways, and irrigation works, 
all of which would have been very interest- 
ing if we could have followed them up. 
1 regret very much the non possumus 
position taken by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with regard to the Free Grant, 
and I think that the people of this country 
to-morrow morning will rub their eyes 
when they see that our Exchequer is so 
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poor and the Indian Exchequer is so rich, 
‘It is perfectly true that India had a 
‘surplus for two years, but owing to the 
famine there will possibly be a deficit 
this year. On the other hand, I do not 
think that any nation, however rich, has 
ever undertaken with so light a heart as 
we have an expenditure this year of 
something like fifty millions on a distant 
war, and I cannot help thinking that 
under these circumstances we might have 
spared one million at all events for the 
relief of the famine in India. The reso- 
lution which [ have placed on the Paper* 
differs from that of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite. My position is this. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer states that 
the Government of India have made no 
demand on the Imperial Government. 
That is true, but if they had made a 
demand on usit would haverobbed usof the 
grace of making a free gift, and we should 
not then be in a position to voluntarily 
give this money. But although the 
Government of India have not made any 
demand of that kind on us, Lord Curzon 
has reiterated over and over again that 
there are things which public money 
cannot do, and that the famine victims 
cannot be helped in the same way out of 
public funds as by private charity. You 
cannot administer the assistance that is 
required in every degree and in every 
case out of public money. These are the 
things which a free gift may accomplish, 
,and what I want to plead for is not to 
assist the finances of India, not to give < 
million or any other sum to help the 
Indian Exchequer, but that we should 
place a million at the free disposal of the 
Viceroy for the purpose of supplement- 
ing the inadequate subscriptions of the 
people of England. Ido not blame the 
people of England for having inade- 
quately subscribed. The charitable and 
philanthropic people of this country 
have been drawn upon from every direc- 
tion in connection with the war, and it 
is not only a million that was subscribed 
to the Mansion House War fund, but I: 
am perfectly sure that at least five 
millions must have been subscribed to the 

* Colonel Milward had on the Paper the 
following notice:—‘‘To move, That, having 
' regard to the ip distress in India, and 
to the comparatively poor result of the appeal 
for subscriptions for aid in Great Britain, it is 
desirable to supplement these subscriptions 
by a free gift from the National Exchequer of 
one million sterling, and that this sum be 


ae at the unfettered discretion of the 
‘iceroy.” 
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various funds. Can we wonder, there- 
fore, that the amount subscribed for the 
famine in India has been singularly small 1 
In 1897 the famine subscriptions were 
£700,000, and in March, 1898, the date 
of the dissolution of the 1897 Commission, 
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besides which there were large gifts of 
grain and clothing also received. What 
is the state of the Mansion House Fund 
now! It only amounts to £325,000. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Mansion 
House Fund is only about £350,000, but, 
in addition, £170,000 has been subscribed 
in Scotland and Lancashire. 


*CoLONEL MILWARD: I did not in- 
tend to convey that the Mansion House 
Fund included all that had been sub- 
scribed, but, even taking that fund as it 
stands, it is quite £200,000 below what 
it was three years ago, in addition to which 
there were then great gifts of food 
and clothing, all of which are now sent 
to South Africa, What I venture to 
urge is that we might give a grant to 
India such as would supplement the small 
sum subscribed by the public in this 
country. The Report of the Indian 
Famine Commission of 1898 states— 

“The testimony is unanimous and over- 
whelming as to the incalculable good the charit- 
able fund has done as an auxiliary of the State 
system of relief and the universal gratitude it 
has evoked among the people. Seventy-one 
per cent. of the fund has been spent in giving 
a fresh start in life to peasant cultivators and 
‘small landowners who have been forced to eat 
their seed grain and part with their plough 
cattle, or whose sional cattle had died from 
want of food, or who had no agricultural re- 
sources left or no credit wherewith to procure 
them.” 

That is exactly what is taking place in 

India at the present moment. It is said 
that there would be no precedent for such 
a grant, but this very Parliament supplies 
a precedent. A year and a half ago there 
was a hurricane in the West Indies. At 
that time the Colonial Secretary addressed 
a letter to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in which he stated that the in- 
habitants of Barbados were 
house or feed themselves. What 
happened? This Parliament gave a 


free grant of £40,000, and a loan. 
‘dire straits of the Indian people my own 


of £50,000 without interest. Surely 
that was a case precisely on all fours with 
the present case, and surely the famine- 
stricken districts of India appeal to us at 
least as strongly as the Barbados. 


Colonel Milward. 


{COMMONS} 


the grant at all. I 


unable to | 


Then 
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there is another reason which appeals to 
me very strongly, and that is the loyalty 
which has been shown by the people of 
India. I think the House ought to be 
reminded that on the 28th of December, 


ithe Nizam of Hyderabad offered his 
the receipts amounted to £1,190,000, | 


purse, army, and sword in the defence of 
Her Majesty’s Empire, and also that the 
Maharaja cf Gwalior offered a troop of 
horse and transport. On the 29th of 
December the whole of the 3rd Bengal 
Sikhs offered voluntarily one day’s pay 
for the War Fund, and it therefore does 
seem to me that when the Nizam of 
Hyderabad offered his purse and _ his 
sword and the Maharaja of Gwalior 
offered a troop of horse, we have now an 
opportunity of showing our appreciation 
of such loyalty. I wish to associate 
myself with what has fallen from my hon. 
friend with reference to a division on this 
Amendment. I am not going into the 
lobby against the Government, because I 
will not be a party to squeezing the 
Government in order to get them to 
grant this money. Unless it is done 
freely there will be no grace in 
hope the argu- 
ments I have addressed to the House 
will be considered. I believe that public 
feeling throughout the country is favour- 
able to this grant. I mentioned it my- 
self at one public meeting recently, and 
it was most enthusiastically received. 
What is a million among the many other 
millions spent in other directions when by 
it we may create a feeling of loyalty in 
India, and a feeling also that in the hour 
of her distress this country came to her 
assistance ? 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): I venture to 


‘intervene in this debate not only because 


of the interest which I myself take in 
this question, but also because my con- 
stituents have such a deep interest in all 
thatconcerns the welfare of the inhabitants 
of our great Indian Empire. I speak, of 


course, to-night my own views, but I 


am certain I carry with me also the 
views of the great majority of my consti- 
tuents. The interest which Lancashire 
has in India, whatever may be said about 
isolated matters in the past, is by no 
means a purely selfish one. In the present 


constituents have shown their active sym- 


| pathy, and have extended generous help. 


Although, like other inhabitants of this 
country, they have subscribed liberally to 
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the various war funds, they have also sub- 
scribed largely to the Indian Famine Fund, 
and if the inhabitants of the remainder of 
the United Kingdom subscribed in pro- 
portion to numbers, as much as my con- 
stituents have subscribed there would be 
a fund of one and a half millions instead 
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of half a million at the present time. | 


But I am afraid, even if there were 
a fund of a million and a_ half, 
it would be far too little to relieve the 
dire necessities of India at the present 
moment. May | thank the noble Lord 
for his speech, which was able, luminous, 
most interesting, and above all intensely 
sympathetic ? Lord Curzon on one ocea- 
sion made an offer to pay the fare of 
any rich man to the famine districts in 
order that he might see for himself the 
sufferings of the people, and agreed to 
take a chance of a subscription on his 


return, I cannot help feeling with my 
hon. friend that the people of this 


country hardly realise the extent of this 
calamity. This famine affects ninety 
millions of people, or between a third and 
a half of the whole population of India. 
At the present moment there is a popula- 
tion larger than that of this great city 
dependent from day to day on the relief 
which the Government can give. Large 
tracts of country have become desert ; 
there has been an immense destruction of 
cattle —in some districts as much as 90 per 
cent.—and comparatively well-to-do people 
have lost their all, and have been driven 
from their homes. [am therefore afraid 
that there must be a greater slowness of 
recovery than atter previous famines. 
Added to all the misery and disease which 
accompany famine, there has been a great 
outbreak of cholera. Just about the time 
that we were mad with joy over the relief 
of Mafeking—and I think we did per- 
fectly right to rejoice about it— what was 
happening in India? An English doctor 
arrived at one of these cholera camps, 
and he found 400 people dead, other 
people seattered about dying on the ground, 
others struggling in the water, where they 
had gone to drink, and had been seized 
whilst drinking, and everyone who could 
had run away. Could a worse inferno 
than that be imagined? There were 
many other places where similar scenes 
oceurred. and -I think that we should all 
remember it to the credit of India that 


all the misery and destitution of famine | 


and all the agony caused by disease were 


borne with that silent dignity and uncom- , 
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plaining patience, so characteristic of 
those docile races whom it is our pride 
and privilege to rulein India. Such grief 
and pain borne silently isnot, however, less 


| pathetic than a sorrow which cries aloud in 


the bazaars and proclaims itself at every 
street corner. I do not wish in the least, 
however, that we should be governed by 
emotion in this matter. The loss of life 
from this famine may be less than usual, 
but the exhaustion that will follow it will 
be very much greater. The number of 
cattle that have died is simply enormous, 
and the low condition of the people seems 
to be so great that many will be unable 
to do any work for a long time. Lord 
Curzon, seeing what would occur, appealed 
first of all urbi to the Lord Mayor, and 
then practically or/i to the world at large, 
and among those who responded was the 
Sultan of Turkey. I almost wish he had 
kept his money for another object, and 
that he had saved us the necessity of 
accepting it. The total response to 
Lord Curzon’s appeal was, however, 
miserably inadequate, and my own 
impression is that money must be found 
somewhere, or very serious permanent 
injury to India will be the result. 
There are only two methods of obtaining 
money, one by a loan in India and the 
other by gift from England. Large loans 
have already been made in India on the 
security of impoverished landowners. 
Most, if not all, of this money has 
to be paid back, and I fear the 
tax collector will appear only too soon 
after the famine. I think, therefore, that 
loans in India cannot extend much farther 
than they have done, and I think it is a 
case of a gift from England. It is said 
that would be against precedent, and I 
do not in the least decry precedent. In 
a matter of this kind it is easy to relieve 
our consciences by generosity, and do 
permanent harm unless we give wisely. 
But the famine is unprecedented. It is 
an act of God, not the product of man’s 
carelessness, and any precedent could only 
affect a future famine of equal propor- 
tions. Again, it is the second famine in 
three years. I further think that the 
Indian race is not a race with the instincts 
of paupers. There are other reasons of 
great cogency which might be urged. In 
the first place, it is desirable, even from 
the point of view of our trade relations, 
that as soon as possible India should 
return to a normal condition, but I attach 
more importance almost to the effect this 
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gift will have on the people of India. A 
new era is now opening up in the Far 
East, and it is surely worth our while to 
try and bind India to us by the chains of 
affection. But my main argument is a 
financial one. India is already doing so 
much to relieve famine that I do not 
think she can be expected to do any 
more. She has been paying Rx.1,000,000 
or Rx.1,500,000 per annum for many 
years for famine insurance, but in 
addition to that there are the import 
duties which were put on in 1894. They 
are practically a famine tax. They were 
put on because of the fall in the rupee, and 
were kept on because of war and famine, 
and I imagine, having regard to the 
noble Lord’s past action, they would 
have been taken off had not this famine 
occurred. These amount to Rx. 3,500,000. 
Therefore India is already paying 
Rx.5,000,000 for famine at the present 
time. [ will not refer to the Report 
of Lord Welby’s Commission, except to 
say that it recommends that we should 
treat India generously, and that a con- 
siderable sum is due for past over- 
charges. I congratulate the noble Lord 
on the success of his currency policy. 
I do not want to say one word against 
that policy, because whatever one’s opinion 
may have been regarding it at first it is 
now an accomplished fact, and no one 
would desire to disturb it. But there isa 
reverse side to it. The rupee was raised 
from Is. ld. to 1s. 4d. between 1895 and 
now, and that has had the same effect as a 
contraction of currency. It helped the 
Government, but I do not think it helped 
the traders or the agriculturists. We 
are hearing again from India the same 
pitiable tale of these silver ornaments 
being sold at even less than their melting 
value. This is an extract from the Civil 
and Military Gazette of Lahore 

“The fact that the Government of India 
have bought seventy-two lakhs worth of silver 
than their programme contemplated 
means nothing. The fact that the silver comes 
from Gwalior means much. It means that the 
ve. gribargge: have unearthed their long- 
yuried hoards of silver ornaments and sold 
them to the bunnias, who have sold them 
to the Gwalior authorities, who have 
melted them down and sold the bullion to the 
British Government. We may expect to hear 
of other native States in tne famine area 


following in the steps of Gwalior.” 


nore 


I have here a private letter showing that 

these silver ornaments are being bought 

for 5 to 8 annas per tola instead of the 

10 annas they are worth. 
Mr. Emmott. 
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‘have poor and middle-class people being 
co 


Here we 
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cheated again, and not even getting the 
full value of the silver for melting pnr- 
poses. Even if they had got full value 
they would have obtained only about 60 
per cent. of what could be obtained seven 
years ago. I have tried to give some 
reasons Why we should help India at the 
present time. I donot know whether my 
hon. friends will go to a division, but all 
I can say is that if they do I will vote 
with them with the greatest pleasure. | 
am a new Member of this House, and 
whether my stay be long or short in it I 
feel sure I shall never give a vote which I 
believe to be not only in the interests of 
India, but also, when rightly understood, 
in the interests of this country, with 
greater certainty than [ shall vote on this 
occasion. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
Ik.): No one can have heard the con- 
cluding words of the hon. Member’s 
speech without feeling that at all events 
they came from the heart. The hon. 
Member stated he was going to vote for 
the Amendment on grounds which 
appealed to him as an Englishmen and a 
citizen of the empire of which India is a 
part. | believe the hon. Member is abso- 
lutely sincere ; but, if he will forgive me 
for saving so, I think he is absolutely 
wrong ; and if he considers this matter in 
a thoroughly impartial spirit he will come 
to the conclusion, I think, to which | at 
all events have been driven—that not 
only the interests of India, but the 
interests of England and of sound finance 
throughout the Empire are really involved 
in the House coming to a sober and 
rational decision on the issue presented to- 
night. But there is one snraller matter on 
which [ must first touch almost yaren 
thetically. My hon. friend the Member 
for Cardiff in the speech he delivered 
made an attack on one of the great 
princes of India—a gratuitous aud wholly 
unmerited attack. The Maharaja of 
Gwalior has made a most generous offer 
of assistance in connection with the 
trouble which we have to face with all the 
rest of the world in China. [ should have 
thought that that offer would provoke the 
gratitude and thanks of every man in the 
House and of every citizen in the :mpire. 
But that is not the way the matter has 
presented itself to my hon. friend. He 
says—‘ Why did not the Government 
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compel the Maharaja to devote the money 
which he has offered so generously and 
patriotically to the alleviation of the 
sufferings of his own countrymen ?” 
My hon. friend spoke hastily and with- 
out adequate knowledge of the fact. This 
prince is still young; but he has had 
time to show himself one of the most 
energetic, public-spirited, and patriotic 
Princes reigning under our suzerainty in 
India. He has not confined his efforts, 
as my hon. friend thinks, to extraneous 
charity or outside the boundary of our 
Indian possessions. His own subjects, 
some of whom have been touched by the 
famine, have received from him the most 
generous assistance; and, not content 
with dealing with the subjects within the 
limits of his own province, he has gone to 
the assistance of other and poorer Princes 
in India. And, after all, for whom is 
this hospital intended? It is in the 
main intended for that Indian contingent 
which has gone from India to China to 
fight the battles of the Empire, and [ can- 
not imagine a cause which would more 
naturally and more properly appeal to the 
generous instincts of an Indian prince 
than that cause to which this prince has 
so nobly and generously subscribed. 
I said I would treat this matter paren- 
thetically, but I could not leave it un- 
touched because it involved a personal 
and most unmerited attack upon a prince 
who is an example to all who have similar 
great responsibilities cast upon them 
within the limits of our Empire. Every- 
one must feel that the Amendment of 
the hon. Member for Dumfries has been 
prompted by generous sentiments which 


, have nothing in them of self-interest, but 


which are dictated purely by a feeling of 
sympathy with India in the appalling 
and almost unprecedented calamity now 
afiecting that country. But in this 
House we have to ask ourselves not 
whether the sentiments which prompt 
4 particular resolution are generous and 


praiseworthy or not, but whether its | 


results are likely to be beneficial not 
merely to the relatively narrow interests 


ot the United Kingdom, but to the larger , 


interests of which the United Kingdom is 
the principal guardian. I venture to 
submit that the arguments my noble 
trend urged in his admirable speech, 
reinforced as they have been 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, have 
not been replied to. The Amendment 
is avowedly an attempt to substitute 


(26 JuLy 1900} 


by | 
‘hon. Gentlemen would be justified in 
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Parliamentary charity, extracted pro 
ratu from the pockets of the taxpayers, 


for the spontaneous gifts of those 
anxious to relieve distress in India 
or any ot her part of the world. No 


doubt there are occasions when a Vote of 
the House may rightly be invoked in 
favour of a cause for which charity has 
been invoked. But the inevitable result 
of the House accepting the Amendment 
can only be that never again will any 
appeal of this kind be responded to by 
the public. It will be felt that Parlia- 
ment itself has declared solemnly that it 
isa matter for the taxpayer and not for 
charity. Charity will be dried up at its 
source, and in every case in which hitherto 
charity has been invoked you will have 
gentlemencoming to this Houseand saying, 
“You have set a precedent which should 
be followed. This is not a case in which 
private benevolence should be appealed 
to. The proper course is to propose a 
Vote in Committee of Supply, or ask for a 
loan from the investing — public.” 
That is a precedent which, if set at 
all, should only be set with the utmost 
caution and in cases of the extremest 
necessity. Is thisa case of the extremest 
necessity ? It would be if the refusal of 
the House to accept the Amendment were 
likely to produce any additional loss of 
life from this famine. But my noble 
friend has told us repeatedly that if India 
should be unable to meet the necessities 
of the case she has behind her the British 
Exchequer. It is not pretended that the 
finances of India are in such a condition 
that she is unable, so far as the preserva- 
tion of life is concerned in the afflicted 
districts, to deal with such a crisis of un- 
precedented magnitude as that with 
which she has to contend. Under these 
circumstances any charitable donation 
made by the House at the expense of the 
British taxpayer—for that is the proposi- 
tion—would be made to India without 
India requiring it, without India pretend- 
ing she required it, and in advance of any 
necessity. If indeed the Government 
were to tell the House that our interests 
are so alien from the interests of India 
that we regard India as a possession from 
which we mainly derive indirect profit 
and direct glory, but to which we feel 
ourselves so little responsible that we are 
not willing to come to her assistance, then 


saying that the British Empire was indeed 
unworthy of our great Indian possession. 
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We put forward no such proposal. All 
we say is that sound principle requires 
that the financial responsibility of the 
different parts of the Empire should be 
kept separate, and it is only when the 
financial resources of any particular part 
of the Empire absolutely fail that it is 
legitimate to call upon the rest of the 
Empire for assistance. My hon. friend 
behind me, who spoke last but one, quoted 
the precedent of the West Indies. He 
said that in 1891, and again last year, or 
the year before, a sum was voted by this 
House to meet the calamity which had 
desolated the Leeward Islands. But the 
precedent quoted by my hon. friend is in 
favour of the Government, and _ not 
against it. For the precedent is this— 
that it was only when a dependency of 
the Crown was practically in financial ex- 
tremeties, when it had not at its com- 
mand the resources which would enable 
it to meet the strokes of evil fortune by 
which it was overwhelmed, that this 
Parliament and people came to its assis- 
tance. If ever India is in the condition 
of the Leeward Islands, this country will 
come to the assistance of India as it came 
to the assistance of the West Indies. I 
would venture to suggest that even the 
action we took in the case of those islands, 
used as it has been by my hon. friend, 
shows how careful we should be in 
starting new precedents of this character. 
The late Secretary of State for India, who 
made so excellent a speech, | remember, 
two years ago divided the House in 
favour of a grant to India to meet a 
famine which was then raging in another 
portion of that Empire, although at that 
moment she had a large surplus at her 
disposal. Now, supposing the right hon. 
Gentleman had succeeded in his endeavour 
on that occasion to induce the House to 
subscribe a large sum for that famine, 
followed as that case would have been by 
the present famine, would it not be clear 


{COMMONS} 


that an Indian famine meant a Vote of | 


this House towards Indian needs as 
regularly as in the past an Irish famine 
has meant an appeal to this House for 
Irish needs? Is that a precedent which 
this House would readily set ? 


Do they 


desire so to mix up the Indian and British | 
Exchequers as to make it a matter of | 
course that whenever a famine exists in | 


India, even though Indian finance may | 


be in the highest state of prosperity, that 
is a just cause for coming to this 
country for financial assistance? That 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| 


Budget. 


would be, as has been pointed out 
by my noble friend, the most certain 
method of introducing disorder into 
Indian finance. I am one of those who 
believe, and, indeed, it will be accepted 
as a commonplace, that the most fruitful 
parent of social troubles is financial 
irregularity and extravagance, and_ that 
the country which is reckless of its re- 
sources is a country which is_ rapidly 
approaching the greatest social and 
political ditticulties. [Opposition cheers, ] 
That appears to be «a commonplace 
accepted by both sides of the House. 
Can that danger be more certainly pro- 
duced in India than by that kind of 
charity which has met with so much 
favour on both sides of the House to- 
night? Can you conceive of a temptation 
which it would be more impossible for any 
Indian financier to resist than the tempta- 
tion of appealing to a House, for whose 
action he was not responsible, to  tax- 
payers whose interests it was not his 
business to guard, for resources which 
would enable him to meet difficulties 
occurring many thousands of miles away ! 
My noble friend certainly did not go 
beyond the truth when he said that to 
come forward to Indian assistance when 
India is not in financial straits would 
be to infuse into the veins of the 
Indian financial system a_ principle of 
corruption from which it would never 
recover. I hope the House will never 
consent to that proceeding. I am re- 
luctant, and I do not mean, to put the 
matter on selfish grounds. | do not 
mean to base the main stress of my 
argument upon the position of the British 
taxpayer or the burden thrown upon 
him, but I must say I listened with some 
surprise to an observation that fell from 
an hon. friend behind me. The hon. 
Member for Stratford-on-Avon said that 
when we were spending forty or fifty 
millions upon the South African war, 
could not we spare one million for the 
Indian famine? [Opposition cheers.] 
Apparently the argument of my 
hon. friend meets with approval on the 
other side. Let us translate it into 
simpler language. So translated it 
comes to this—that the heavier the 
burdens and the greater the expendi- 
ture which Imperial necessities throw 
upon the British taxpayer, so much more 
ought the subscriptions of the British 
taxpayer to be for the financial needs 
of other parts of the Empire. Surely 
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{26 JuLy 1900} 


that is a financial paradox which can | 


hardly be accepted by the sober reflection 
of the House. Let it be remembered 


that this Empire of ours is at present | 
run on a system never tried in the | 
| become greater than Indian resources can 


world before. The Empire is one of un- 
precedented extent in mere area, and 


portions of it are to be found in every | 


quarter of the globe. It is all paid for, 
as an Empire, by these islands. 


Mr. 


way. 


MACLEAN : India pays its own 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is quite right. India pays her 
fair share. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : I beg par- 
don ; India pays more than its own share, 
according to Lord Welby’s Report. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is probably not aware that as 
soon as Lord Welby’s Report was made 
public the Government announced their 
intention of paying their quota. I may 
therefore assume that, according to Lord 
Welby’s Report, the balance of payment 
between these islands and India is equit- 
able. But the Empire as a whole is run by 
these islands, and if you are going, in 
addition to that responsibility, to say 
that whenever a calamity occurs in any 
part of that Empire the responsibility is 
also to fall upon the taxpayer of these 


islands, I say you are rushing into 
financial responsibilities of which you 


may have in a very few years great 
reason to repent. Iam one of those who 
watch with considerable alarm the 
growth of expenditure we have to view 
already. Sut if to that expenditure, 
great and growing, and, I fear, likely to 
grow as it is, you are going to add these 
additional burdens, then, indeed, even the 


wealth, the enterprise, and the patriotism | 


of this country may feel itself at last over- 
burdened. I feel most strongly that the 
resolution which the House has got to 
take to-night is one of the deepest import 
for the future of the Empire. What we 
ask the House to affirm is that the finan- 
cial responsibility for the various portions 
of the Empire rests primarily upon those 


portions of the Empire, and that in parti-| T¢ this is 


cular the financial responsibilities of Indi 
are Indian responsibilities and not British 
responsibilities. We admit, and I would 
take leave to ask the House to affirm, 


| 
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that in cases where Indian resources are 
not equal to Indian needs this House may 
well be asked to come to its assistance. 
But at the same time we also ask the 
House to affirm that, until these needs do 


hear, it is not only not true charity, it is 
not only not sound policy, but it is abso- 
lutely suicidal for us to endeavour—in a 
mood of sentiment with which everybody 
must sympathise, in response to motives 
which everybody must feel, to relieve 
sufferings that go to the heart of every 
feeling man—to prematurely and unneces- 
sarily burden the already heavily-burdened 
finances of this country. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : I 
ask the permission of the House to read 
an extract from a letter which I have 
received from India this evening. My 
correspondent writes from Poonah, under 
date 6th July, and his letter indicates 
that the extremest point of necessity has 
at last arisen. He says— 

“It is with a heavy heart, with no little 
sense of responsibility, that I now sit to 
write to you; and [ beg your thoughtful and 
very prayerful consideration of what I am 
about to say. The month of June—the first 
month of the monsoon. and in some respects 
the most important—has come and gone. The 
result, as far as the rainfall is concerned, tabu- 


lated from the official returns, is shown 
in the Deccan Herald, dated 3rd _ inst. 
Briefly stated it is this: In the famine 


affected areas the rainfall has been «defective 
from 71 to 91 per cent.—that is, in regions of 
the severest distress where 100 inches would 
have barely brought alleviation, only nine inches 
had fallen! But this is not the most appalling 
feature, for assuming a late rainy season, the 
monsoons with their refreshing freight might 
he yet looked for ; but the affected regions 
have ‘ been outside the influence of both mon- 
soon currents.’ In other words, both the N.E. 
and $.W. monsoons have come, and spread 
feebly, but without bringing the longed-for re- 
freshing and fertilisation to the death-stricken 
regions. This means—no relief for the 
present, and hardly any hope for the future. 
The ominous forecast of this prolonged drought 
is summed up in the Vanguard of 30th June. 
‘This famine is, perhaps, the most fearful 
calamity that has ever visited this earth. 
The worst is to come. The most 
reasonable estimates are that from 18,000,000 
to 20,000,000 will perish in this dearth 
now spreading over the whole enin- 
sula. Nothing of the kind has appealed to 
the hearts of Christian people as the death-cry 
of these starving millions.’ ” 


not a case of extreme necessity 


2/1 do not know what is. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
financial necessity. 


It is not 
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*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: It is a 


financial necessity, because it is quite 
beyond the power of India to feed the 
twenty millions of people who are 
famine-stricken. India is an extremely 
poor country. The great majority of the 
Members of the House have no conception 
ef the poverty of that country. The 
taxation of India is very heavy upon the 
very poor people, and it is entirely 
beyond the power of India to cope with 
this famine. Personally I shall heartily 
vote with my hon. friend. 


*Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): It is not my intention to stand long 
between the House and the division ; but 
I think there need be no apology for any 
Member of this House at ten minutes to 
twelve oclock to rise and express his 
opinion about the questions which have 
been discussed all night. I merely wish 
to say that while we appreciate to the 
full the kindly spirit which the noble 
Lord the Secretary for India and the 
First Lord of the Treasury sive displayed 

—and I am quite sure they are sincere in 
deploring the terrible calamity to India— 
I submit that this sympathy does not go 
far enough. I would humbly tell the 
First Lord of the Treasury that, in spite 
of the great cost of the war in South 
Africa, to which we object, you could not 
go to a centre of the working class popu- 
lation in any part of England where you 
would not get unanimous approval of a 
free grant to the Indian Government for 
the purposes of famine relief—a grant of 
five millions, aye, of ten millions, if that 
sum is needed. I was rather surprised 
at the peculiar way in which the First 
Lord of the Treasury dealt with the hon. 

Member for Stratford-on-Avon, who 
thought, rightly, that if we could 
spend fifty or sixty millions on 
the war in South Africa, we ought 
to spare a million or two for the 
relief of India. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says that that was a policy of the 
greater the burden in one direction the 
more extended should the appeal to the 
British taxpayer be in another. The hon. 


{COMMONS} 


‘him to the 
| Nothing could have been more reasonable 
| than such an answer as that coming from 
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Member for Exeter gave us some very 
wise advice, and told us what was healthy 
and what unhealthy finance. He is a great 
authority, doubtless, but I wish that he 
would apply his finance theories in this 
country as well as to other countries. He 
has shown no great objection to grants. 
in-aid here and grants-in-aid there in 
England and Ireland. But when he told 
us of the probable bankruptcy of the 
British Empire he had to admit that the 
country for which we ask this grant-in-aid 
is the one part of the Empire which costs 
us nothing. We are tuld in solemn tones 
that a grant of five millions from this 
House would rob the people of India of 
their proper dignity and self-respect. But 
what dignity and self-respect could these 
terrible crowds of famished people have 4 
All the argument about sound finance 
and self-respect was absurd when applied 
to 300 millions of people who had no 
more control over their own government 
than they have over the inhabitants of 
France. I think that British rule has 
been on the whole good for the Indian 
people ; but does anybody in this House 
believe that we hold India for the benefit 
of the Indian people? No, we hold it for 
Imperial purposes. I do submit that we 
would be acting consistently with the 
highest and soundest finance—that we 
would be not only giving vent to a 
healthy sentiment but exercising sound 
justice in making this grant, and on these 
grounds I support the motion. I was 
surprised that the hon. Member for 
Sethnal Green had been disappointed 
at the result of his application 
to the Archbishops, who have referred 
Mansion House Fund. 


such a quarter! I regard this help to 
India as part of our Imperial obligations, 
and those who vote agaist the motion 


_ will be the true Little Englanders. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 112 ; Noes, 


| 65. (Division List No. 244.) 


AYES. 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon, John 
Balearres, Lend 


Banbury , Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T 


Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Blundell, "Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch'r) | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Bullard, Sir Harry 

| Butcher, John George 

| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
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Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir J. Charles Ready | 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgew) | 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. | 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore 
Faber. George Denison 
Furgusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, RtHnG.J(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, WalfordD( Wednesbury | 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, kt.Hon. Robert Wim. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Asquith, RtHn. Herbert Henry 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Crilly, Daniel 

Daiziel, James Henry 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fitzmauriee, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley, SirEdwardTemperley 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That it appears, 
counts laid before this House, that the 
total revenue of India for the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1899, was 


£67,595,815; that the total 


in India and in England charged against 


revenue was £64,954,942 ; 


was a surplus of revenue over expendi- 
ture of £2,640,873 ; and that the capital 
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Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence,Sir E. Durning(Corn 
sawrence, Win. F, (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, fan 

Maxwell,Rt. Hon. Sir Herb. E. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 





Mildlemore, Jn. Throgmorton | 
More, Robt. Jasp. (Shropshire) | 


Morgan, Hon. I. (Monm/’bsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 


Murray, Rt. Hon, A. G. (Bute | 


Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Percy, Earl 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 


| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Rentoul, James Alexander 


NOES. 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Jones, William(Carn’rvonshire 
Lambert, George 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid(Cum) land 


| Lough, Thomas 


Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, DrM A (Queen’sC 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
MacNeill. John Gordon Swift 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, lred. 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


| not 


| Hamilton.) 


by the Ac- 


expenditure 


ccs | 
= 
_ 
~ 


that there 
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Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir Matthew W. 
titchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch); 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Talbot, Rt. HnJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E (Kent) 
Welby, Lt.-Col A.C. E.(Taunt. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

W odehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. ( Bath 
Wollf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Seeley, Charles Hilton 

Shaw, Chas. Edward (Stafford) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell({ Notts. 
Wilson, HenryJ. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J.H. (Middlesbrough) 
Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


| outlay on railways and irrigation works 
charged 
way ate 
| £3,279,316. — (Seeretary Lord 


revenue was 


George 


against 


Resolution to be reported. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 


LAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


a. W. 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Clause 1 :— 


LowTHER (Cumberland, 
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THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) said that the Amendment he 
now proposed to move was to be taken in 
connection with one which appeared a 
little lower down in the Paper, and was 
moved in accordance with the pledge he 


gave approving the recommendations of | 


the Committee. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, to leave out ‘ portion 
of.’”—(Mr. G. W. Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 11, to leave out from 
‘them’ to the second ‘in,’ in line 12.”—( Mr. 


G. W. Balfour.) 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 


that this was an attempt to prevent by 
statute the teaching of the Irish lan- 
guage. He had never known of a case in 
which an Amendment of this kind 
had been moved, except in the case of 
the Pigott Commission. Where was the 
necessity for the Amendment unless it 
were to limit and restrict the action of 
the Commission 4 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was afraid 
that the form of the rules would exclude 
the schools of the Christian Brothers 
from the benefits of the Act, and he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would accept 
the Amendment he now proposed. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 14, at end, to insert, 
‘Nothing in any rule made in pursuance of 
this section shall exclude from participation 
in the benefits of the said Acts any school 
which would be entitled to participate in such 
benefits if this Act had not passed.’?”—(.Wr. 7. 
M. Healy.) 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said if the 
Amendment were accepted the difficulty 
which the hon. Member believed to exist 
as to want of a definition of the word 
“school” would remain. He could assure 
the hon. Member that the Government 


did not wish to exclude the schools of the | 


Christian Brothers from the benefits of 
the Act. 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland) Bill. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY said that if he 


withdrew the Amendment he would like 
to have a definite assurance from the 
‘right hon. Gentleman that this was an 
improper use to make of the Act. He 
thought if the Rules were laid on the 
Table it would be an effective preserya- 
tion, and therefore he begged to withdraw 
this Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 


Clause 3 :-— 
| Mr. T. M. HEALY said when the 


original Act was introduced, considerable 
sums were granted in different parts of 
Ireland for prizes, but from year to year 
those sums had been diminished until 
now, instead of a boy winning a £40 
scholarship as a first prize, the amount had 
fallen so low as to be only some £25, 
It was said that that was owing to the 
fund having become bankrupt, but Irish 
Members found that it could still be 
drawn upon for other purposes. There 
was now an attempt to pay pensions to 
those who had been responsible — for 
education under the Intermediate Educa- 
tion Act of thirty years ago. They were 
no doubt deserving persons, but if they 
were deserving of pensions they should 
be pensioned out of the English funds and 
not the Irish. It had always been laid 
down that a pension was deferred pay, 
and if that were so he did not see how 
persons who had never entered into a 
contract with the State could be entitled 
to a pension. They were not Civil 
Servants, and they should not be pensioned 
| out of the Irish Church Fund. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, lines 1 and 2, to leave out the 
words ‘ out of the funds placed at their disposal 
grant, and insert the words ‘recommend 
grauts of, instead thereof.”.—(Mr. 7. M. 
Healy.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR justified giving 
a permissive power to the Board to grant 
| pensions to its officers, stating that a re- 
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commendation in this sense was made by 
the Commissioners some years ago, and 
the proposal was in the interests of edu- 
cation itself. It was very desirable that 
these offices should be pensionable, and 
therefore he hoped the hon. Gentleman 
would not press his Amendment. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) hoped the 
hon. Member would go to a division. 
He looked upon this clause as an ex- 
crescence on the Bill. The officials were 
paid £800 a year for doing work which 
was neither continuous nor laborious, and 
they ought to insure their lives on the 
endowment policy system. He really 
objected to this species of foster-father 
philanthropy towards these poor aftlicted 
ofticials! It seemed to him that it was 
impossible to bring in a single Bill dealing 
with any phase of Irish life—social, 
educational, literary, or what not 
—without it being burdened with 
superannuation clauses or clauses 
creating or preserving vested interests. 
If the right hon. Gentleman was deter- 
mined to create vested interests, he should 
not rob the Irish Church Fund to do it; 
he should go to the British Treasury. 
The Report of the Commission never con- 
templated such retiring allowances ; and 
he trusted that the right hon. Gentleman 
would either accept the Amendment of 
the hon. Member for North Louth or 
excise the clause altogether from the 
Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that this 
clause had nothing whatever to do with 
the rest of the Bill, which was intended 
to improve the educational system of 
Ireland. There never had been any agi- 
tation in favour of these pensions, and 
they never had been suggested in any 
public minute, so far as he knew. 
There was, he maintained, a very 
strong feeling in regard to engrafting 
on an Education Bill «a system 
of pensions to public servants whose 
general action had been of no value, whose 
names were not known, and whose deeds 
were not notorious. He did not think 
the people of Ireland would be much the 
better off after this Act was passed than 
hefore it. It was not going to create a 


new heaven and a new earth in Ireland. | 


He had no doubt these gentlemen were 
all most excellent Tories, but was that a 
reason for granting them superannuation 
pensions ? When dealing with the Dublin 


VOL. LXXXVI._ [Fourtn Sexes. | 
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‘Corporation Bill, which sought powers to 


grant certain superannuation allowances, 
some gentleman connected with Ireland 
exclaimed “that is a job;” but when 
pensions were to be given to some 


gentlemen connected with some 
particular Tory Department, these 


same oracles cried, “Oh, they deserve 


it!” If these excellent and most admir- 
able Tories must be pensioned, let it be 
done by the British Government, and not 
out of this miserable Irish Church 
Fund. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said that so far 
as he was concerned he knew nothing of 
these gentlemen personally, and he knew 
nothing about their religion or their 
politics. The proposal was made, not in 
the interests of any individual, but in the 
interests of education itself. It was not 
desirable that they should have gentlemen 
in the position of assistant-commissioners 
filling a non-pensionable office under 
the ordinary Civil Service rules at a 
certain age. The Government had intro- 
duced this provision at the very earnest 
request of the Commissioners themselves, 
and it was in the interest of the service 
that it was submitted. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why not put it 


on an English fund ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said that at the 
present time these salaries were paid, not 
out of an English fund, but out of the 
income of the Intermediate Education 
doard, anda large part of that income 
was derived from taxation. These 
persons were appointed on the distinct 
understanding that their office was 
pensionable, and it was practically im- 
possible to get rid of any of these 
officials except they were pensioned. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asserted that if they 
were civil servants they would have to 
pass competitive examinations in order to 
secure their appointments, but they had 
not done so. They were appointed through 
favouritism, and got their appointments 
through the nomination of their particular 
friends in the Tory party. They were 
appointed because they had obtained the 
ear and favour of the rulingclassin Ireland, 
and now at the end of their time it was 
said that these geutlemen who obtained 
their offices through pure favouritism 
were to be pensioned because they were 


3 F 
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civil servants. They had no claim to a 
pension. Yet Ireland had to provide for 
them. It was typical of the way in which | 
Ireland was treated. This was the pen: alty | | 
Ireland had to pay for a new system of | 
education. They had to pension a number | 
of superannuated frauds to the extent of 


AY 


Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) | Green, W alford. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hon.J.(Birm) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom», Sir J. Charles Ready 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalry mple, Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, George Denison 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Gibbons, J 


Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence, W. 
Leigh-Bennett, 


Macartney, W. 
Macdona, 


Malcolm, lan 


More, Robert 


Penn, John 


{COMMONS} 


| Noes, 17. 


Fisher, ie Hayes 

L loyd 

Goschen, RtRnG J (StGeorge’ s) | 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. 
tlaslett, Sir James Horner 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Lawrence,SirE. 
F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 


John C umming 
| Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Killop, James 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, Jn. 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 

J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monmouthsh. ) 
Murray,RtHnAGrahain (Bute Sir William Walrond and 
Murray, Charles J. (( 





(Ireland) Bill. 


£4,000 a year, because they wished to 
give their children technical education. 
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Question put. 


- 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 73; 
(Division List No. 245.) 


ES. 


Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson,Sir Thos.(Hartiep’] 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Russell, I. W. (Tyrone) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel, H.(Christchurch) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarksh.) 
Talbot, Rt. HnJ. G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Wortley, Rt. fin. C. B. Stuart- 
Throgmorton | Wylie, Alexander 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 


D.(Wednesb’y 
tobert W. 


Durning-(Corn 


rig? Currie 
. Ellison 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 


‘oventry Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


Caldwell, Jaines 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Crilly, Daniel 

Doogan, P. C. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Goddard, 


Healy, 
Jones, W. 


Lawson, Sir W. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I do not propose 
to move the next Amendment, but I 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he will incorporate into this 
clause the words of the preceding clause, 
and the words “ with the approval of the 
Treasury.” 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 6, after the word ‘grant,’ 
to insert the words 
the Treasury.’ ”—(Vr. 7. 


M. Healy.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Mr, T. M. Healy. 


Healy, Me vurice (Cork) 

. M. (N. Louth) 
(Carnarvonshire) 
Lambert, George 


Daniel Ford | Mae: aleese, Daniel 
Hayne, Rt. Hon, Charles Seale- | Macdonnell, Dr M A(Queen’s Cc) | 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northuinb.) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


(Cumb’land) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that they had 


now come to the last Amendment on the 


| Paper, and he hoped the Government 


would not in any way derogate from the 
undertaking they had given, but would 
accept it at once. It was a very reason- 
able Amendment. 


| 4 
| New clause :— 

“The Board under this Act shall, in addition 
| to the members already appointed, consist 
| . “ 

of five additional members, who shall be 


nominated by the Lord Lieutenant. ”_( Mr. 
| 7’. M. Healy.) 


‘with the approval of | 


‘brought up and read the first and second 
| time, and added. 
' 
| Bill reported, as amended ; to be con- 
sidered upon Monday next. 
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Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. } | 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) | 
said that by the Act of 1859 Parliament | 
specifically stated the number of men to 
be engaged in the Naval Reserve at | 
30,000. He believed that up to this time 
we had not got that number. But this 
Bill authorised the raising of an indefinite 
number of men—anything from 15,000 to 
50,000 men. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) said that the number of 
Volunteers of the second class was fixed at 
15,000. The other class included pen- 
sioners who were in future liable to be 
called out for a certain number of days 
drill in the year, but they could not say 
what that number of pensioners would be. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he quite 
admitted that. Under the Royal Navy 
Act of 1859 they authorised the raising 
of 30,000. Under this Bill they authorised 
15,000 men, and in addition they were 
going to call out the old pensioners on 
stated occasions. But what about the 
artificers? The point, however, to which 
he wished to direct the attention of the 
Committee was that by the Bill they 
were authorising the Admiralty to raise 
an indefinite number of men without the 
authority of Parliament. In that they 
were departing from the ordinary constt- | 
tutional rule that Parliament should have | 
the control of the men engaged or enlisted 
as soldiers or sailors whether in the 
Regular Army and Navy orin the Reserve. 
It was a new departure, and whether it 
was right or wrong, it was a departure | 
that it was hardly right to expect the 
Committee to discuss at 1.30 in the 
morning. Every man who was in receipt 
of a pension was liable to be called out 
in times of emergency, so that the prin- | 
ciple was already in force ; but in future | 
the pensioner would have to drill during 
the year, which made all the difference. 
He desired to move to leave out Sub- | 
section 3, in order to elicit some explana- | 
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| tion from the right hon. Gentleman. That 
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sub-section made one important change 
by making the term of service under the 
Naval Reserve Act five years and no 
longer. At the end of that time the men 
were entitled to their discharge, subject 


to their being engaged in active service. 


*THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. MAcartney, Antrim, 8.) 
pointed out that the enlistment was for 
five years, at the end of which period a 
man could take his discharge, or could 
re-enlist for a further five years and con- 
tinue to do so until he had reached the 
age of fifty-five. The Reserve was an en- 
tirely different one to that which existed 
under the Act of 1859. 


Mr. CALDWELL called the attention 
of the hon. Gentleman to the fact that 


he had lost sight of the fact that it was 


plainly stated in the Bill that Section 2 of 
the 1859 Act should not apply to this. 
It was plain to him that the Government 
had brought in this Bill having evidently 
no knowledge of its contents, and no one 
could tell what the result of it would be. 
*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) 
thought it was desirable that the House 
should know what was meant, because it 
did appear that all the Government was 
doing was to repeal the Act which would 
have limited the enlistment for five years. 
It made a great difference with regard to 
the efficiency of the Reserve. How was 
a man to escape from it? Did his service 
extend until there was a vacaney in 
Greenwich Hospital for him ? ; 


*Mr. MACARTNEY said that after the 
3ill became law there would be an option 
given to the men, either to take their 


| discharge or to volunteer for another five 
years service. At the end of each five years 


they would be entitled to their discharge 
or they could re-enlist. In some cases 
the enlistment would not be five years, 
because if a man’s time expired when 
he was fifty-two he would not be eligible 
to serve for more than another three 
years. 


*Sir J. COLOMB understood that the 
repeal of Sub-section 2 only referred to 
marine pensioners. 
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Mr. CALDWELL saw nothing in the { 

Act with respect to five years, and so far 

as the present Bill was concerned the 


Adjournment 


measure which exempted men from | 
the five years clause—Section 2 of | 
the Royal Naval Reserve Volunteer 


Act—did not apply to money received | 
under this Act. It appeared to him | 
that a very great change was about | 
to be made. He desired to raise another | 
point under Sub-section 4, the meaning of | 
which was that the men in certain cases | 
would be treated under the Milltary Ser- | 
vices Act, and not under the Act of 1859. 
Inthis case another very great change | 
was being made in the existing system by 
this Bill, and no explanation had been 
given for that change, nor was the 
matter limited to service on shore. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Roperrt FIntay, Inverness Burghs) 
said if the men were at sea they would 
come under the Military Service Act, and | 
if on shore, under the Army Act. 


Bill reported without amendment ; to | 
he read the third time upon Monday 
next. 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL 
{Lords}. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged, Bill withdrawn. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS’ | 
SUPERANNUATION (ISLE OF MAN) 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now real a second 
time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL asked whether 
teachers in the Isle of Man who had got 
a certificate from the Department were | 
teachers in Great Britain, or were they | 
under a different: system ? Again, i 
the services of the teachers in the Isle of 
Man to be regarded as part of the services | 
for pension ’ 





*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF} 
STATE For THE HOME DEPART- | 


MENT (Mr. Jesse Couuincs, Birming- | 
ham, Bordesley) said that in the Isle of . 
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Man the Education Code was adopted, 
and the teachers were certificated by the 
Department in the same way as in 
England ; but they had none of the 
privileges of the Act of 1898. The object 
of the present Bill was to provide that the 
service in whole or in part in the Isle of 
Man should be recorded as service on 
which superannuation was based. The 
Bill was necessary because the education 


authorities in the Isle of Man had 
great difficulty in getting good 


teachers, because their services in the 
island were not recorded for superannua- 
tion purposes. The Bill had been framed 
by arrangement with the Treasury. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I ask the 


right hon. Gentleman whether he means. 


to abolish the Parliaments of the Isle of 
Man and Jersey ? 


[No reply was given. | 
Question put, and agreed to. 


3ill read a second time, and com- 


mitted for Monday next. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION (JERSEY) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed for 

Monday next. 


POOR RELIEF (IRELAND) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed for 
Monday next. 


LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
tead a second time, and committed for 


Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (LRELAND) 
(No. 2) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed for 
Monday next. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 16th day of this instant July, Mr. 
Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


Adjourned at five minutes before 
Two of the clock. 
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Friday, 27th July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


GLYNCORRWG URBAN DISTRICT 
CUUNCIL GAS BILL [iL]. 


Commons Amendments 
and agreed to. 


considered, 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


The Queen’s consent signified; and 
Bill reported with Amendments. 


MID-KENT WATER BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


CHRISTCHURCH AND BOURNEMOUTH 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Reported with Amendments. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 


ILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND 
DEVONPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


SAINT DAVID’S RAILWAY (ABANDON- 
MENT) BILL. 


Reported without amendment. 

RAILWAY 
BILL. 

Reported with Amendments. 


LANCASHIRE ELECTRIC POWER 
BI 


de 


Reported from the Select Committee 


| with Amendments. 


SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL. 
Xeported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND 
EPPING FOREST RAILWAY (ABAN- 
DONMENT) BILL. | 
Moved, That the Order made on the | 

12th day of March last, “ That no Private | 

sill brought from the House of Com- | 
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Tuesday, the 26th day of June next,” be 
dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
read 2¢; agreed to, and Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 

Read 3% with the Amendments; a 
further Amendment made; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


EXETER CORPORATION BILL. 


ABERDEEN POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY GAS 


BILL. 
Read 34%, with the Amendments; further 
Amendments made; Bill passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 
VALLEY WATER BILL. 
Read 3¢ with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [H.1.]. 

Moved, “ That Standing Order No. 144 
be dispensed with in respect of this Bill.” 

—(The Eurl of Cork.) 


On Question, motion agreed to. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.”—(The Earl of Cork.) 


On Question, Bill read 34. 


Moved, “ That the Bill do pass.” —(The 
Earl of Vork.) 


*Lorp GREVILLE: I beg to move 
the Amendment standing in my name to 
Clause 25. If sub.sections suchas are 
included in my Amendment are not in- 
serted the Waterford Corporation will 
be deprived of the benefits which they 
have enjoyed for years past. The 


Amendment will not in any way injure 
the Bill, and I trust your Lordships will 


mons shall b2 read a second time after | agree to it. 


VOL. LXXXVI. [FourtH SERIEs.] 


3G 
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Amendment moved 


“In Clause 25, pages 14 and 15, to leave out 
Sub-sections (6) and (7), and to inscrt the follow- 
ing sub-sections :— 

“*(6) The company shall give on applica- 
tion so far as they themselves are concerned 
through bookings with through rates and 
fares for traffic of every description vid 
the port of Waterford to and from all places 
in Great Britain from or to which they can be 
reasonably required. 

“«(7) "The said through bookings and 
through rates and fares may be applied for by 
the Waterford Corporation or by the Water- 
ford Commissioners or by any incorporated 
steamship company regularly trading with 
the port of Waterford or by any other person 
interested in such through traffic. 

“*(8) The Waterford Corporation and the 
Waterford Commissioners shall not oppose 
any application to Parliament which the 
Great Western Railway Company may make 
for relief from the obligation to continue to 
provide or afford a daily service by steamer as 
provided by Section 70 of the Fishguard and 
Rosslare Railways and Harbours Act, 1898.’” 
—(Lord Greville.) 





Eart SPENCER: I am afraid it is 
rather difficult to explain the position of 
the mover of the Amendment as well as 
that of the Joint Committee who con- 
sidered the Bill, but I think I must 
venture to do so, The Bill is a very 
important one, and I will admit that 
Limerick, Waterford, and other places 
are deeply interested in it. The Com- 
mittee, therefore, went carefully into all 
these matters; they sat for a great many 
days, and this matter was discussed at 
great length before them. I donot know 
whether my noble friend is going to press 
this Amendment, but I think it right 
that I should state exactly what it is. 
Two years ago a very important Act 
was passed in respect of the Rosslare 
and Fishguard line, which immensely 
affected the whole trafiic of the 
railways in the south of Ireland. 
That Act established a line of steamboats 
from Rosslare to Fishguard, and a good 
many conditions were imposed on the 


promoters, one being that the Great | 
Southern and Western should give the | 


line all the traffic they could. That Act 
will affect in an enormous degree the 
whole trade and commerce of the south 
and west of Ireland, and since it has been 
passed it has very much affected the posi- 
tion of the different railway companies in 
Ireland, almost necessitating the bringing 
forward of the Bill now before your Lord- 
ships. One of the clauses of the Bill is 


intended to protect all through traftic as | 


{LORDS} 
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i before, wherever it goes. That clause 
remains. There was another clause 


| affecting the future, but after a good deal 
| of consultation and discussion the Com- 
| mitteedecidedagainst it. Oneof the clauses 
to protect the Harbour Commissioners 
of Waterford was that the Great Western 
'of England, which is in close alliance 
with the Great Southern and Western, 
were to run a daily service of steamboats 
to Waterford as well as to Fishguard, 
and in that clause the through traffic ob- 
tained was to be carried by their lines to 
their own stations, or wherever their 
lines came in England. That was as the 
Bill came before us, but the Great 
Western of England opposed that clause, 
considering it hard and onerous upon 
them. The Committee considered the 
grievance, and came to the conclusion 
that the Great Western had something to 
say on the matter. Therefore they in- 
'serted a clause saying that, until the 
Great Western were relieved of their ob- 
ligation to run a daily service of steam- 
boats to Waterford, the same conditions 
‘should be imposed upon the Great 
Southern over the new amalgamated line 
as were placed on them in respect of their 
own lines in the Rosslare and Fishguard 
sili. With every desire to give full 
protection to the different places, we came 
to the conclusion that that clause would 
' be more just. My noble friend wishes to 
alter that. He seeks for a through traffic 
clause to all places in England, quite in- 
dependently of the clause which was in- 
serted in the Rosslare and Fishguard Bill, 
and then promises that if that is granted 
the Harbour Commissioners of Waterford 
will engage not to oppose any Bill 
brought forward by the Great Western 
The Committee have fully considered 
‘this, and are not in a position to give way 
on that point. I confess that [ do not 
| think any great hardship will be imposed 
upon Waterford if the Bill stands as it is. 

| I therefore oppose the Amendment. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
\(The Earl of Morury): My Lords, | 
‘think it is hardly worth while to say 
‘anything in support of the view taken 
| by the noble Earl who has just spoken, 
except to remind the House that this Bill 
| was referred to a specially strong Joint 
| Committee of both Houses, who sat for 
| twenty-nine days, and that this particular 
| question occupied a considerable time. ! 
cannot believe that your Lordships will 
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be likely to reverse the decision arrived 
at after so much deliberation. 
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Amendment negatived. 


*LorD GREVILLE: The object of the 
new clause which I now beg to move is 
to put a check on the working of the 
company, and to give to the Treasury 
powers which will secure the proper 
working of the line. 

Moved— 
“To insert as a new clause :—‘ If 


Treasury shall be of opinion that the com- 
pany is not properly working, maintaining, 
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the | 


and developing the traffic on or over the | 


railways of the Waterford Company, or over 
any railways heretofore worked by the Water- 


ford Company, or that the through or local ' 


rates or fares charged upon those railways are 
unreasonable, they may call upon the company 
to make such alterations in its mode of 
working, maintaining, and developing traffic, 
or in the rates or fares charged, as they may 
think fit, and should the company fail to 
make such alterations within a reasonable 
time after notice to it to that effect, the Trea- 
sury may prefer a complaint against the com- 
pany to the Railway and Canal Commission 
for an order directing such alterations to be 


made, and thereupon the said Commission | 


may make sach order on the complaint as to 
them may seem fit. °—(Lord Greville.) 


Earn SPENCER: I am afraid I must 
also oppose this Amendment. It involves 
anew principle in railroad legislation, and 
I do not myself believe that it is at all 
necessary. Under clauses in both Bills 
there is ample power to refer to arbitra- 
tion any disputes as to the facilities—the 
wide facilities —-which have been granted. 
The proposed clause would effect a sweep- 
ing change, and has never been before the 
Committee. The matter is of vast im- 
portance, and would make a revolution in 
railway legislation, at all events, in Ire- 
land. Ido not express an opinion as to | 
whether it is right or wrong—it has not 
been discussed before the Committee— 
but I think the existing protection clauses 
sufficient. 


Tue Eart or MORLEY: This clause | 
appears on the Paper now for the first 
time, and the first I saw of it was a type- | 
written copy which was handed to me 
just before the House met. It is entirely 
out of the question to move it without | 
giving notice. 


Amendment negatived. 


Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. | 
| 
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GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD AND CENTRAL 
IRELAND RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [H.1.]. 


Moved, “ That Standing Order No. 144 
be dispensed within regard to this Bill.” 
—(The Earl of Cork.) 


Business. 


On Question, motion agreed to. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.”—(The Earl of Cork.) 


*LorpD GREVILLE: In rising to move 
that the Bill be read a third time this day 
three months it is very difficult for me in 
a few words to explain to your Lordships 
what took the Committee twenty-nine 
days to inquire into. But the Com- 
mittee did not hear many points 
of interest in connection with the subject. 
A line was authorised in 1896 from 
Mountmellick to Mullingar, through the 
very centre of Ireland. The people of 
Mullingar and that region, whom I repre- 
sent, wished the Committee to give them 
an extension of the power to build that 
line. Lord de Vesci and myself appeared 
before the noble Earl’s Committee, but 
the Committee did not think it necessary 
to hear other witnesses who could have 
been produced, including two Irish Mem- 
bers of Parliament. I can quite under- 
stand that the Committee were weary 
and sick of the whole thing, but I cannot 
see why they would not consider the 
Mullingar grievance. = It an Irish 
grievance, and therefore, perhaps, not 
much thought of over here. The Mullin- 
gar line did not suit the octopus, the 
Great Southern and Western, which now 
hasthe whole of the south in its greedy ten- 
tacles, as it might be antagonistic to the 
Midland Great Western. The Committee 
have done an injustice to the centre of 


is 


| Ireland in not imposing the construction 
' of this line on the promoters ; and those 


who, with myself, originally obtained the 
powers in 1896 have lost much money 
over the project. It is all thrown away 
because the Joint Committee were too 
weary to go into the question. I have 
had many letters on the subject. A 


gentleman of great influence in Ireland 


writes-— 


“T do not know how the committees are 
formed in Parliament, but this one must have 


| been formed to give everything to the Great 


Southern. No one on it understood the wants 
or wishes of Ireland in regard to this matter. 
No wonder we want Home Rule.” 


3G 2 
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I would ask whether a clause could not 
be inserted which would give the people 
of the centre of Ireland the power to 
revive the Act of 1896 which at present 
is virtually dead. I am glad that the 
Committee have not accepted the demand 
of the Midland that they should be pre- 
vented from ever making the line, but I 
would suggest that the Great Southern 
be put under an obligation to introduce a 
Bill in the next session of Parliament to 
obtain an extension of time for the con- 
struction of the line from Mountmellick 
to Mullingar authorised by the Waterford 
and Central (Ireland) Act, 1896, and to 
use their best endeavours to obtain such 
powers, and on such powers being 
obtained, to proceed forthwith to con- 
struct such railway. 





Amendment moved 
“To leave out ‘now,’ and insert at the end 
999 


of the motion ‘this day three months.’ ”— 
(Lord Greville.) 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, with 
regard to what my noble friend has said 
as to the Committee being so exhausted 
by the length of the inquiry and the 
weather that they would not inquire 
fully into this matter, I must give an 
entire and complete denial to the asser- 
tion. I confess that I was not very well 
when the inquiry began, but I came out 
of it much better in health. We 
were not deterred by the hot weather, 
or by anything else, from doing what 
we considered best in the interests 
of the people of Ireland. I sympathise 
with my noble friend in the original 
desire to extend the line from Mount- 
mellick to Mullingar ; but what has hap- 
pened? The Act of 1896 was obtained, 
but the company were unable to raise 
money outside their own capital to carry 
the line to Mountmellick. The public 
would not supvort the rest of the exten- 
sion, and the powers under the Bill have 
expired. ‘The compulsory powers for the 
acquisition of land expired on 21st May 
last year. No doubt the power of making 
the line goes on tillthe 21st May next, 
but it will disappear then. That alone is, 
I think, a condemnation of the line. I 
am very sorry for my noble friend, and 
particularly for the friends whom he en- 
couraged to subscribe to this line ; but 
I am afraid they have made a very bad 
commercial speculation. They were not 


supported by the public, and the line has 
been practically killed not by this Bill, 


Lord Greville. 


{LORDS} 
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but under the Act of 1896. I, as chair- 
man, may have been responsible in Com- 
mittee for stopping counsel when they 
desired to go into irrelevant matters and 
into matters which the Committee had 
heard over and over again, but I entirely 
deny that I stopped counsel when they 


wanted to make a case. I entirely 
deny that J stopped the free dis- 
cussion or the free speech of 
counsel. The Central of Ireland is an 


impecunious, almost a bankrupt concern 
—it was so poor that it could not run 
passenger trains without cattle —and it 
would have been a strong order to com- 
pel the company taking it over to con- 
struct a line with which the public had 
already refused to have anything to do, 


On Question whether “now” shall 
stand part of the motion, resolved in the 
affirmative. Bill read 3¢ accordingly ; 
Amendments made ; Bill passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 

PALACE COMPANY 
[H.L. ]. 
ROE’S PATENT BILL [n.1.]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed to. 
BARNSLEY CORPORATION BILL [H.1.1. 
DUBLIN, 


CRYSTAL BILL 


RAILWAY BILL [H.1 ]. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL [1.L.). | 
IMPROVE- | 


RAMSGATE CORPORATION 
MENTS BILL [u.1.]. 


SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL | 


[H.L. ]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed | 
the said Amend- | 


to, with Amendments ; 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL [iu] | 
WALSALL CORPORATION BILL [H.1.} | 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 
BEER RETAILERS’ AND SPIRIT GRO- 
a LICENCES (IRELAND) (No. 2) 


ABERDEEN CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILI. 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
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TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 5) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). The Amendment proposed by 
the Select Committee made; further 
Amendment made ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; the Report of Amendments 
to be received on Tuesday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


in Committee (according to 
The Amendments proposed by 


House 


Order). 


the Select Committee made; Standing , 


Committee negatived; the Report of 

Amendments to be received on Tuesday 

next, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 15) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Amendments made; Standing 
Committee negatived; the Report of 
Amendments to be received on Monday 
next. 

PAISLEY WATERWORKS PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 
EDINBURGH (HOUSING OF THE 

WORKING CLASSES) IMPROVEMENT 

SCHEME PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bills reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3¢ on Tuesday next. 


LOCAL GOVERN MENT (LRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Read 3+ (according to Order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned | 
to the Commons. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No 9) BILL. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


AND PAISLEY GAS PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS BILL. 

Read 3% (according to Order), and, 
passed. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL 


PERTH 


1457 Strength and Organisation {27 JuLy 1900} 


TRADE 


|I beg to ask the Prime Minister 


| the view of one of our foreign military 








of Home Defences. 1458 


| RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
| 
| MUNICIPAL TRADING. 


| _ Report from the Joint Committee (with 
| the Proceedings of the Committee) made, 
and to be printed. (No. 210.) 


| NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 


I. Annual Report of the Commissioners, 


for the year 1899-1900. 


II. Appendices (Sections i., ii., iii., and 
iv.). 


CHINA, No. 3 (1900). 
Correspondence respecting the insur- 


rectionary movement in China. 


REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2488. Guatemala. 
No. 2490. Sweden (Gothenburg). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INEBRIATE RETREATS (RULES AS TO 
MANAGEMENT). 

Regulations made with the approval of 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment for the domestic management of 
the Corngreaves Hall Retreat, licensed as 
a Retreat under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 
to 1899. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PURCHASE 
OF LAND (LRELAND) ACT, 1891). 


Return of Advances under the Act 
during the year ended the 3lst March, 
1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 


Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LONDON CORPORATION, 
Annual Account of the Chamberlain of 


London. Delivered (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


STRENGTH AND ORGANISATION OF 
HOME DEFENCES. 

*THE EARL oF WEMYSS: My Lords, 
(1) 
whether he or his colleagues have ever 
received information or expressions of 
opinion from reliable sources confirming 
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attachés, recently quoted in debate, to the 
effect that— 

It is all important that England should be 
strong and unassailable in the month of 
November next ; 


(2) whether he is of opinion that the 
European situation is now less alarming 
than it seemed to him on the 9th of May 
last when he spoke to the Primrose League 
as follows— 

“Tt is not necessarily because in themselves 
they are more important, but if you look 
around you will see that the elements and 
causes of menace and peril are, though slowly, 
accumulating, and may accumulate to sucha 
point as to require our most earnest and active 
etfort to repel them ” ; 


Strength and Organisation 


(3) whether, as Prime Minister respon- 
sible for our national satety, he has care- 
fully inquired into our home land defen- 
sive means and organisation, and has 
satisfied himself that these are such as, 
failing the Fleet, will render all attempts 
at invasion by any hostile nation futile 
and impossible of success; (4) whether, 
if not satisfied as to the sufficiency and 
organisation of our home land defences, 
he will cause such measures to be 
taken as will give us the required 
security against the possibility of suc- 
cessful invasion by any hostile Power. 
I have to apologise to my noble friend 
the Prime Minister for venturing to put 
these questions on the Paper, but I think 
he and your Lordships will admit that 


the matters to which they refer are suffi- | 


ciently important to justify my having 
done so. I think your Lordships will 
also admit that, as we are approaching 
the close of the present session, it is de- 
sirable that we should receive, if possible, 
from the Prime Minister, a more comfort- 
ing assurance as to the state of our home 
defences. In the few words which I 
think it necessary to utter in putting 
these questions to the noble OO 
shall, I hope, avoid saying anything 
that could possibly give offence to 
the susceptibilities of any nation; 
indeed, I propose not to refer 
to any nation, but to make my re- 
marks general on the subject of home 
defence. It will be remembered that in 
the debate on 20th February last on the 
Militia Ballot resolution,* I quoted from a 
letter I had received from one of our 
military attachés abroad, in which he 
expressed his satisfaction that I was 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series}, Vol. Ixxix., p. 504. 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


{LORDS} 
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| endeavouring to get a Volunteer Reserve, 
/and then used these words, which I have 
| placed on the Paper :— 

“Tt is all-important that England should 
| be strong and unassailable in the month of 
| November next.” 

Within the last three days I have re- 
ceived another letter from my _ corre- 
spondent in which he says he still holds 
'to what he wrote eight or nine months 
‘ago. This seems to me to establish a 
rather serious and critical situation, espe- 
cially as I have been informed that Her 
Majesty’s Government have received—I 
| do not know whether they attach weight 
| to it or not—-similar information from 
/many quarters. In February last my 
noble friend Lord Rosebery, defending a 
motion designed to make the Ballot Bill 
workable, said, in almost passionate 
language, that he considered that we 
were in a national crisis, or used words to 
that effect. My noble friend the Earl of 
Kimberley followed in the course of that 
debate, and also used words as to the 
importance of the crisis in which we 
found ourselves, and argued that it was 
/most desirable that we should make our 
' Militia strong for home defence. All this 
only leads to what I am about to say. 
On the 25th May the Prime Minister, 
addressing the members of the Primrose 
League, used the words quoted in the 
‘second paragraph of my question— 

“ But if you look around you will see that 
the elements and causes of menace and peril 
are, though slowly, accumulating, and may 
accumulate to such a point as to require our 
most earnest ani active efforts to repel them.” 
I have now to ask whether anything has 
occurred since May last to modify the view 
of my noble friend the Prime Minister. 
The danger we run is this: that these 
evils will go on accumulating until the 
thundercloud bursts, The question which 
arises is: shall we be prepared to meet it ? 
Has the noble Marquess come to the con- 
clusion, after full inquiry, that our home 
defences are in a thoroughly satisfactory 
state? There are, in this country, 
two schools of national defence. My 
noble friend Lord Rosebery and others 
have been at Eton, and they will remem- 
ber that at Eton there are two sets of 
boys. One set delight in che river, and 

/say the river is everything; the other 
'set take their pleasure in the playing- 
field. Those who devote themselves to 
| the river are called “ wet bobs,” and those 
“who look to the playing fields for their 
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amusement are termed “dry bobs” ; and 
the “ wet bobs ” are apt to look down on 
the “dry bobs.” As it is at Eton so it is 
in these schools, if I may so call them, of 
national defence. You have one school 
that swears by the Navy and the Navy 
alone, who say that all we want is a 
strong Navy, and that if we have a Navy 
stronger than any other two this nation 
is perfectly safe. But there is this in- 
consistency in their views. If it is neces- 
sary to anchor part of our Navy in the 
Channel for the protection of our shores, 
we pro tunto diminish the power of our 
Fleet for operations elsewhere, no matter 
how large that Fleet may be. When they 
are asked, “Are you so satisfied with 
what the Navy can do for the protection 
of our shores that you are ready to give 
up all home defences ?” they immediately 
reply, “No.” Therefore, the whole of 
the Navy “wet bob” argument falls to 
the ground, because we cannot trust 
absolutely to the Fleet. I am not ashamed 
to say that in this matter of defence I am 
a “dry bob.” I quite feel that we ought 
to have the largest possible Navy for the 
purpose not of home defence, but of pur- 
suing the enemy’s fleet and commerce, 
shutting them up in ports, and protecting 
our own commerce. But I want the 
country to be absolutely independent of 


the Navy for home defence, and the home | 


defences to be so organised as to give us 
—to quote the words of my question— 
the required security against the possi- 
bility of successful invasion by any hostile 
Power. I have asked my noble friend to 
himself see whether weé are in that state. 
We never have been in that state since 
1815. Everything that has been done 
since has shown it. 
of Wellington’s letter to Sir John Bur- 
goyne but an admission that we were not 
in a satisfactory state so far as our home 
defences were concerned ? What was his 
last speech in your Lordships’ House? It 


was in favour of the Militia Ballot Bill | 
of Lord Palmerston, and contained an | 


admission that we were not strong at 
home and required an efficient Militia. 
What was General Peel’s ‘etter which 
summoned the Volunteer force but an 
admission that as things then were we 
were not in a satisfactory state as regards 
home defences? What was Lord Card- 


well’s Army Bill but an admission that we | 
were not, in the year 1870, in a satis- 
factory state of home defence? But how 


Will my noble friend be 


as to now 2 
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What was the Duke | 
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| able to say that we are in a satisfactory 
state now? The noble Marquess sitting 
|on his right, the Secretary for War, is 
| satistied that we are not in a satisfactory 
| state for home defence, for every measur 
| he brings in is what he calls a measure of 
_ emergency ;and the last thing, apparently, 
| from the answer he gave yesterday, is his 
| proposal to put the whole military system 
into the crucible or smelting-pot. The 
noble Marquess shakes his head, but is it 
| not putting the military system into the 
| smelting-pot when he is going to do away 
with the Militia Reserve and to change 
the constitution of the Militia, so that 
| instead of being only for home defence it 
,is to be liable to be sent abroad? That 
/may be right or it may be wrong, but it 
|is a revolution in our Army organisation 
'and in the principle of the defence of this 
country. I venture then toask my noble 
|friend if he has inquired into this ques- 
tion and compared the facts obtained as 
regards our means of defence with the 
means of aggression of other Powers. 
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‘If he has done that, I hope he 
will be able to answer the ques- 
‘tions by saying that our home 


|defences and organisation are such as, 
failing the Fleet, will render all attempts 
‘at invasion by any hostile nation futile 
and impossible of success. I have only 
to say one word with regard to the last 
/question. If my noble friend’s inquiry 
| has not satisfied him that we are in that 
| state, will he take care that we are put 
in a condition of absolute security against 
the possibility of successful invasion by 
any hostile power? To contemplate, not 
‘invasion, but the possibility of the threat 
_of invasion, and preparations for invasion 
such as were made in the early part of 
last century is something to give one a 
‘cold shudder as to the effect it would 
| have in this country. There was an ex- 
‘cellent book—lI strongly advise your 
| Lordships to read it—published in 1852 


iby Sir Francis Head, Bart., entitled 
| “The Defenceless State of Great 
| Britain.” After showing the dangers we 
‘ran in the early part of last century, he 
‘has two chapters on the “Capture of 
|London.” The first chapter begins as 
| follows— 

“ As soon as by a few quivering motions of 
| two needles there had almost simultaneously 
‘appeared upon the white dials of all the 


electric telegraphs throughout the United 
| Kingdom the three words ‘They are landed,’ 
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what a variety of sensations would be created 
in the hearts of fundholders, landowners, place 
holders, owners of property of every descrip- 
tion!” 

One set of gentlemen he has not referred 
to, and those are the gentlemen who hve 
in Pall Mall. I wonder in such a case 
what their feelings would be. My opinion 


Strength and Organisation 
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{LORDS} 





is that they would decorate the lamp- 
posts in Pall Mall. We = owe it 
not only to our homes, not only 
to everything that is dear to us, 
not only to the past history of this 
country, but we owe it to our colonies, 
who have so nobly come forward in the 
Empire’s defence, and whose sons have 
shown their gallantry and so freely shed | 
their blood in South Africa ; we owe it to | 
them as well as to ourselves that we should | 


| 
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*THE EarL oF WEMYSS: I beg 
your pardon; I do not quote myself as 
an authority. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
You quoted it ; nobody else did. 


*THE EaRL oF WEMYSS: What I 
quoted was a letter from one of your 
own officials. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 


| Who is he ? 


be strong at the heart and impregnable at | 


home. Ido not know whom the noble 
Marquess has consulted with reference to 


—-I hope they are not all official answers 
from Pall Mall—but I wish he would 


consult the illustrious uke who was for | 


so many years the Field Marshal Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army. If he con- 
sulted the noble Duke I should be very 
surprised if he did not find that his views 
on home defence and the duties of the 
Government in that respect—which are 
to enforce the existing law, and not to go 
tinkering and tailoring with some other 
law—are not far from being in accord- 
ance with those with which on more than 
one occasion I have troubled your Lord- 
ships. 
standing in my name. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp 
SECRETARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALIs- 
BURY): My Lords, I shall best comply 
with the wish of my noble friend that I 
should answer the questions which he has 
put on the Notice Paper by taking them 
one by one. The 
“ Whether I or my colleagues ”—I cannot 
answer for my colleagues—“have ever 
received information or expressions of 
opinion from reliable sources confirming 


I now venture toask the questions | of November that I know of that we need 


*THE EARL oF WEMYSS: I decline 
to say ; you have no right to ask me. 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: 
You have no right to say that. 


*THE EaRL oF WEMYSS: I beg your 


a - | pardon—— 
the answer he will give to these questions | P 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
The noble Lord has no right to use a 
private letter in this way, and quote it in 


‘ this House as an evidence of a public fact, 


when he cannot bring the testimony of 
the man from whom it comes as evidence 
that it is not a pure invention. I have 
only to reply that I have never heard 
that “it is all-important that England 
should be strong and unassailable in the 
month of November next.” I believe 
there is to be a great collection of shoot- 
ing stars in the early part of November— 
that is the only peculiarity in the month 


apprehend. The noble Lord then asks 
me whether it is my opinion that the 


| European situation is now less alarming 


than when in the month of May I used 


certain words of which he quotes a very 


first question is, | 


small portion. My Lords, I did my best 
on that occasion to express myself clearly, 
and I was anxious to avoid precisely that 
misconception into which the noble Lord 
has fallen. I pointed out at that time 


_ what was well known to everybody—that 


the attitude of foreign Powers towards 
us was absolutely correct, and showed 


the utmost goodwill towards this country ; 


the view of one of our foreign mili- | 


tary attachés”—I wonder who 
person is; I know nothing about him— 
“recently quoted in debate ”—yes, 
quoted by the noble Lord. And he has 


that | 


that we had in this respect nothing to 
complain of; that there was nothing in 


| their action from which we could deduce 


any unfavourable inferences. I stated 


that in debate, I think in answer to the 


the courage to come here and quote him- | and 
| afterwards at the meeting in Albert Hall, 


self as an authority, for he has no other 
authority whatever-—— 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


noble Lord opposite, and I repeated it 


to which the noble Lord has referred. At 
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the same time, I drew attention to another 
class of phenomena having nothing to do 
with the attitude of the Govern- 
ments of the day. It was impossible to 
conceal from our eyes, especially then, 
that there was, not assuredly in the 
language of Governments or statesmen, 
but in the organs of popular opinion in 
many parts of the world, and especially 
in Europe, that which indicated a state of 
feeling towards this country which could 
not but fill us with feelings of appre- 
hension, or at all events of regret, and 
which we could not dismiss from our 
minds. The object I had in drawing the 


attention of my fellow-countrymen to this | 


stute of things was that they should not 
allow themselves to rely too entirely upon 
the correct and benevolent attitude of 
Governments, but bear in mind that in 
the long run Governments are in- 
fluenced by the feeling of the people over 
whom they rule, and that if that feeling 
continued hostile to us we must be 


prepared to take account of the pheno- , 


menon in making our preparations. That 
was undoubtedly true then, but nobody, I 


should have thought, would have read , 
that speech without knowing that I was | 
not pointing to any immediate danger or | 


necessity for immediate precautions. The 
mere fact that again and again I carefully 
guarded myself from seeming to imply 
that there was anything in the conduct 
or attitude of foreign countries to cause 
us disquiet or apprehension, showed that 
it was not to immediate danger that I was 
pointing the attention of my countrymen, 
but that I was urging upon them a general 
consideration of the duties imposed on 
every nation by the increase of means of 
communication in the present day, and 
urging that the apprehensions which 
might be caused now trom these cireum- 
stances and from the proximity of danger 
were greater than they would have been 
many years ago, and that, therefore, we 
were bound, not by any sudden revolu- 


tionary measures of defence, not by any 


startling efforts or any violent change of 
the policy we had pursued, but by a 
steady concentration of our view upon 
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of the defence which we enjoy from the 
possession of the sea as a barrier. I am 
not going to trouble the House with 
reading my speech made at the Albert 
Hall—I would not so waste the time of 
the House—but no one can read that 
speech without seeing that I did not 
speak then of any imminent pressing 
danger, or of any precautions that re- 
quired immediate adoption. I was trying 
to guide, so far as it was given me to do 
so, the minds of my fellow-countrymen 
into the conduct with respect to national 
defence which the changing conditions of 
national security are slowly pressing on 
the nation to which we __ belong. 
That is what I have to say of my speech 
to the Primrose League. I do not wish 
any noble Lord, unless he chooses, to 
undertake the somewhat severe condition 
of reading it in its entirety, but I am 
convinced he will not, if he does, attribute 
to it such a false interpretation as that 
which has commended itself to the noble 
Lord. Then he asks me whether I have 
satisfied myself that our home land de- 
fer.ces are such as, failing the fleet, would 
render all atempts at invasion by any 
hostile nation futile and impossible of 
success. I really do not know how I 
should begin to address myself to that 
inquiry. Nobody has yet succeeded in 
invading this country since William the 
Conqueror unless he has had assistance 
from inside. Of course, that is not what 
the noble Lord meant; he has some 
fanciful or personal test of national 
security which he requires us to fulfil. 
But I maintain that the onus is on the 
other side; it is for him to show the 
dangers to which he says we are exposed, 
and if he shows this correctly, then 
Iadmit he is doing good and patriotic 
service in calling attention to their 
existence, and I fully acknowledge the 
duty which lies upon us above all other 
things of preventing any real and sub- 
stantial danger of the kind. But I cannot 
prove a negative. I cannot prove there 
is no danger unless he indicates to me 


| from what side it is to come, or in conse- 


the special danger of our own generation | 


and our own time—we were bound to 


bring our nation gradually to the per- | 
| afraid that in our complex civilisation it 


formance of those duties of self-defence 
which have been long imposed by_neces- 
sity upon other nations of the world, and 


which, perhaps, have lain upon us ina/| 
less formidable character in consequence | 


quence of what circumstances that danger 
exists. I do not profess to be able 
to go into the minute details of our 
national defence by sea or by land. Iam 


is necessary for us to trust largely to the 
testimony and to the vigilance of experts 
in whom you have confidence; and I 
should rather refer, and I hold it to be 
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my duty to refer, in the first instance to|as the noble Lord has adopted to 
the great precaution which I have had a|himself. We do not see these 
share in taking for protecting this| dangers, we do see the necessity for 
country, and that is by recommending an | constant improvement, and as we go on, 
adequate and thoroughly trustw orthy and as facts and the guidance of experts 
head of the War Office for the defence of | induce us to modify our system, we shall 
the country. I cannot profess to tell the | not fail to do so; but we indignantly re- 
noble Lord whether all our muskets are | pudiate the insinuation that, because we 
of the right calibre, or whether all our | attempt constantly to make improve- 
guns are of the best pattern that can be| ments and add to the efficiency of 
adopted—that is not my business. I | our national defence, we are therefore 
must in such matters rely on _ the | admitting that we all this time have been 
assurances of experts. As far as my | sitting down under an inadequate system, 
judgment goes, as far as my knowledge | and that most serious dangers have really 
carries me—I do not think it is very far | beset us in the past, though we professed 
—it appears to me that our defensive | the greatest security. T need not say 
systems are quite as effective and in as | that | am not dissatisfied as to the sutfi- 
thoroughly satisf: ictory a condition as | ciency and the organisation of our home 
ever they have been before. I suppose land defences; that I do not admit that 
the fact that they have ied us up to this | inetliciency is proved by the fact of our 
particular point of security without any | having attempted to develop, expand, 
serious danger or apprehension may give | and strengthen our system. We shall 





| 
us confidence in the future. I do not} continue so to develop and expand it. 
profess to have examined the details of | | But we cannot for a moment accept the 
every circumstance of defence ; I can only | suggestion that we have not taken, as 
say that, as far as they have come under | our “predecessors have taken, the required 
my observation they are thorougily satis- | security against the possibility of a suc- 
factory and such as to give us sufficient | cessful invasion by any hostile Power, 
confidence i in the future. The noble Earl | which was only once dreamed of, and 
appears to think that he has made out an | idly dreamed of, by Napoleon at the cul- 
excellent case by speaking of all the| mination of his career, and which no 
changes which all the Ministers for a/| foreign Power now dreams of as a pos- 
hundred years past have from time oo |aiie contingency for an enemy of Eng- 
time proposed for increasing and develop- | land to contemplate. I do not ‘admit the 
ing our national defences. Of course such | possibility of successful invasion on the 
proposals have been made, and of course | part of any hostile Power. If the 
such proposals are now being made by my | noble Earl can prove it, can show it, and 
noble friend the Minister for War. If it | give us ground for believing it, let bim 
is the doctrine of the noble Lord that you | do so; but if he cannot do so, I do not 
cannot propose any amendment of your | think that he serves his country by the 
defensive system without admitting that constant repetition of impossible appre- 
that defensive system is unsatisfactory, of | hensions and unfounded complaints. 

course you may much simplify the duty 
of defence and of legislation in respect to} THE Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Army matters. But that is an absurd; Lords, I cannot help regretting that the 
test to apply. We believe that we are noble Marquess the Prime Minister has 
satisfactorily defended ; we believe that | imported so much heat into his reply to 
we have been so defended for some time | my noble friend on the Cross Benches. I 
past, and we appeal to history as our test, | am not here to defend the motion or the 
but we do not think that we are by that | questions of my noble friend. He is im- 
fact relieved from the duty of constantly | bued with a perpetual youth and a per- 
watching the organisation over which we | petual vitality which put his questions 
preside and trying to introduce into it, beyond the reach of my observation or 
every improvement which experience or | criticism. But I confess I think he would 
reflection can induce us to adopt. That, | have been better advised if he had left 
I think, is the only course possible with | out the reference to the letter of the anony- 
respect to national defence, which mani-| mous military attaché, who I trust will 
festly must be progressive, and the merits | always remain anonymous. But at the 
of which up to a certain extent must | same time, he touched upon a point as to 
depend upon hypothetical dangers such | which the Government seem to be quite 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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unaware—I mean with regard to the 


anxiety which is felt in the country. | 


That anxiety has been greatly intensified 
by the speech which the noble Marquess 


delivered to the Primrose League, and | 


which, no doubt, caused a much greater 
impression than could have been caused 
by the remarks of an irresponsible person. 
The noble Marquess wishes us to go 
home and read it in its entirety. 
I do not think I should sleep to- 
night if I did; at any rate, I do not 
propose to take that course ; but what 
I do recollect distinctly, after my first, 
and probably my second, perusal of that 
speech, was the extraordinarily inadequate 


conclusion up to which these depressing | 


arguments of the noble Marquess led. 
What he said, and said with perfect 
truth, was that though the attitudes of 
the Governments on the Continent were 
essentially correct, yet they were the 
dams to a flood of public opinion hostile 
to this country which might at any 
moment break down those dams and 
sweep in a torrent—I think the metaphor 
is his own—against the rocks of this 
island. Now, my Lords, after all, if that 
be the condition of things—I think it 
may have ameliorated since then, but not 
altogether, for no one can put a foot on 
the Continent of Europe anywhere with- 
out knowing that that is the state of 
things, and that we are surrounded with 
an atmosphere of hatred unprecedented, 
I hope, in the history of this country—if 
that be the condition of things, the 
conclusion of the noble Marquess was 
totally inadequate. It is not enough 
to tell the Primrose League, however 
numerous, however efticient, and how- 
ever intelligent that body may be, 
to form itself spontaneously into rifle 
clubs to protect our liberties, our proper- 
ties, and our national existence. I know 
it has been said on high authority that 
we are only hated because we are so 
strong—the argument apparently being 
that under former Governments we were 
feeble and beloved—but that now because 
we are so strong, because we have so 
vast a body of our national resources 
locked up 7,000 miles away, and because 
we have the prospect of another great 
body of our national resources being 
locked up still further away—because we 
ure now so strong we are now hated. 
Suppose we are hated and not so strong ! 
On what does our strength rest? What 
are the assurances that we have had that 
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| we are so. strong? The noble Marquess 
| gives us his assurance on that point, but 
he will forgive me for saying that that 
| will carry no conviction to my mind 
whatever. He was asked, with a direct- 
ness which was, pernaps, more enthu- 
siastic than discreet, if, as Prime Minister, 
responsible for our national safety, he 
_ has carefully inquired into our home land 
| defensive means and organisation, and if 
he has satisfied himself, and so forth. 
Well, that is a question which I can well 
‘understand the noble Marquess not de- 
siring to answer directly and by 
itself. It is a very direct and a per- 
tinent question, but what was the 
answer of the noble Marquess? It was 
that, so far as the matter had come to his 
notice, he was of opinion that our 
resources were adequate. Now, I have 
the greatest respect for the noble 
Marquess, but I confess that that gives 
‘me no feeling of security whatever. He 
says, again, that we rely on our past 
history to give us a sense of security. 
Unhappy is the nation that relies for its 
security on its past history! Then the 
noble Marquess tells us he relies on the 
opinion of experts. If he will give us the 
opinion of experts we will rely on them 
‘too. My noble friend the Secretary of 
State for War has made innumerable 
statements in this House. He has led a 
most laborious life, both inside and out- 
side this House ; and I for one am the 
last to disparage his administration of the 
great Department over which he presides 
or the success which has attended his 
efforts. He has developed schemes for 
our national defence, but when he has 
been developing them I have been asking 
myself the question which I ask the 
‘noble Marquess, and which I ask your 
Lordships now—where are the experts ? 
The noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State for War cannot be an expert ; it is 
part of our extraordinary policy never to 
put an expert at the head of our naval or 
military services ; but he has an expert 
in that office, the Field Marshal Com- 
manding-in-Chief. He is practised in 
oratory, he is fond of oratory. I 
do not think I am going too far in saying 
_that, but on no one occasion has it been 
'my good fortune to see the noble Lord 
' the Commander-in-Chief present to give 
| the weight of his assurance in support of 
‘the schemes suggested by the noble 
| Marquess the Secretary of State for War. 
I must say this, with all the deference 
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that I feel for the two noble Marquesses | 


and for my noble friend the President of | 
the Council of National Defence, who, I 
fear, is no exception to the rule to which | 
I have alluded—that we do not place | 
experts at the head of our naval and 
military services—there has not been 
one single sentence from the noble 
Viscount the Commander-in-Chief assuring 
us that we were amply prepared for all 
contingencies in view of the known facts 
of the hostility of the people of Europe, , 
of the drain on our Indian resources, of 
the drain on our home resources, and the 
increasing requirements which events in 
the Far Kast are likely to place on those | 
resources. I should be more satisfied, 
my Lords, with one single sentence from 
the noble Viscount than with a thousand 
speeches to the Primrose League. My 
Lords, this is a very grave matter. We | 
are about to separate for a prolonged 
recess. It will be the good fortune of your 
Lordships, whatever may happen in the | 
Long Vacation, to reassemble in your full 
numbers, without damage to life or limb 
from any political occurrence, when Par- 
liament reassembles next year. But there 
are probabilities, possibilities, I know not 
what to call them, of which I know that 
the Prime Minister knows nothing, be- 
cause I heard him say so last night. But 
there are possibilities and probabilities 
which point to a great political convulsion 
in the course of the autumn, and which, | 
of course, implies that the House of Com- 
mons, on adjourning for the holidays in 
August, will adjourn not to meet again. 
Is it too much to ask of the Government 
that before that event occurs we should 
be placed in possession of the opinions of 
those experts which are so reassuring to 
them and would be so reassuring to us ? 
I would not limit the wish to what my 
noble friend, in his racy manner, calls the 
“dry bobs” of military defence. I should 
be very glad to hear the expert opinion 
of your “ wet bob” chiefs—I do not mean | 
Mr. Goschen, but the men in command of | 
our fleets—the Mediterranean fleet, for | 
example—to know if they are quite satis- | 
fied as to our preparedness for the dread- | 
ful issue of battle. God grant that it may 
not occur, but the facts to which the noble 
Marquess has called our attention, and to | 
which others called our attention even | 
before his Primrose League speech, are 
matters of public notoriety. Speeches, | 
however eloquent, will not remove or get | 
over them ; and I venture to say that it is | 
The Earl of Rosebery. , 


{LORDS} 
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the opinion of the vast majority of the 
community of this country that a few re- 


| assuring words founded on expert know- 


ledge with regard to our preparedness for 
the eventualities which may occur either 


this year or the next would be a profound 


consolation. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): 
My Lords, I do not know whether it is 
altogether becoming that I should inter- 
vene in this discussion. I call to mind an 
old saying which is, I think, of classic 
origin—that those who were fortunate 
enough to obtain the attention of Jupiter 
could afford to disregard altogether the 
minor divinities. The noble Earl has 


_ appealed to Jupiter, and has had his reply. 


I should not intervene but for what has 
been said by the noble Earl who has just 
sat down. The noble Earl said he was 
not contented with mere assurances from 
this Front Bench. He said, “Give us 
some facts.” Well, my Lords, I have on 
more than one occasion—— 

THE Eart oF ROSEBERY: I said 
expert opinion. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: I 
will come to the experts in a moment. 
We were asked, in the first place, for the 
facts. I believe on more than one occa- 
sion I came down to the House and sub- 
mitted to your Lordships statements of 
facts supplied by those very experts whose 
opinion the noble Earl wishes to obtain. 
Let me enumerate one or two of the 


facts of the case. We have at. this 
moment in South Africa the largest 


military force this country has ever 
put into the field. We have been main- 
taining that force in point of numbers 


and equipment for some months past. I 


trust that hostilities may now be drawing 
to a close, but up to the present time we 
have been steadily pouring into South 
Africa the drafts of men and the supplies 
of horses and of materials required to 
keep that great army in the field. In 
spite of that, it is a fact that there are at 
this moment in the country under arms 
ahout 50,000 more men than we have 
barrack accommodation for in the United 
Kingdom. I cite that to your Lordships 
as some evidence that the country is not 
in that denuded state which the two 
noble Earls would have us suppose. Then 
we have raised emergency battalions. 
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The noble Earl (the Earl of Rosebery) | into your Lordships’ House. The noble 
was not in the House the other night | Earl who spoke first read us a long 
when I read textually the opinion of the | lecture upon the danger of depending 
Commander-in-Chief upon the efficiency | entirely upon the protection of the Fleet. 
and value of those battalions. Lord | I do not think any one of my colleagues 
Wolseley spoke of them—I read his own | has ever adopted the extreme view that it 
words*—in the highest possible terms. | is possible to secure the safety of these 
Then there is in this country a great force | islands by reliance on the Fleet alone. 
of embodied Militia. With regard to the | We have, on the contrary, all of us, in- 
state of the Militia, I quoted to your Lord- | variably admitted that it was necessary 
ships not the opinion of War Office civilian not only that we should have for our first 
officials, but the opinion of an expert, of line of defence a strong and thoroughly- 
the general officer whose business it is| equipped Fleet, but also, for home 
to inspect the embodied Militia. I also | defence, a sufficient force to defend these 
referred to the measures which have | shores from the attack of an invader at a 
heen taken to increase the efficiency of moment when a large part of the naval 
the Volunteer force, of whom, as your | forces of the Crown might be engaged 
Lordships know, a very large number are | at a distance. I cannot help asking 
going into special camps for special in- | your Lordships whether these infructuous 
struction altogether different from that | criticisms really carry us very much 
which they have received in ordinary | further towards the attainment of that 
years. Again, with regard to these | degree of security for which the two 
Volunteer battalions, I gave to your) noble Earls sigh so much. When I have 
Lordshivs the verdict of the military ex-| asked the noble Earl below the gangway 
pert whose business it is to inspect these | (the Earl of Rosebery) what he had to 
battalions and to visit one camp after | propose, he has replied, “ It is your busi- 
another during the training season. In | ness to tell us. It is not my business, so 
addition to all that, we have for some time | long as I am out of office.” But I do 
past been engaged upon the task of re- | think that when we have these perpetual 
arming our defences. Weare increasing | attempts to belittle and ridicule every- 
our horse and field artillery, and we have | thing which is done by Her Majesty’s 
made considerable progress in doing so, | Government we have a right to ask the 
and we have, besides that, added to the! noble Earl that he should at least give us 
permanent strength of the infantry. | some indication as to the defects of what 
The noble Earl is not satisfied when I | we ourselves propose, and some indication 
come to your Lordships from the War | of the measures which, if he were called 
Office and tell you what I learn from my | to power, he himself would adept. On 
military advisers there. He says, ‘Why | no occasion has the noble Earl ever come 
do you not bring down your Commander- | to that point. He repeats these turgid 
in-Chief and put him up to deliver re- | sentences, belittling and ridiculing what 
assuring speeches in your Lordships’ | we have done, but he never gives us the 
House?” [confess there is a view of that | slightest hint or indication of what he 
proposal which presents itself forcibly to | would do in a position of equal responsi- 
my mind, and which, I suppose, has not | bility. The noble Earl does not very 
occurred to the noble Earl. I think if; much differ in his practical _ pro- 
you were to make it a sine qua non that) posals from the noble Earl who spoke 
the military officer whom you put in com-/ first. The Earl of Wemyss has two 
mand of the forces of this country is to| practical proposals to make. One 
have assigned to him as part of his official) is, “Give me the Militia ballot.” 
duties the duty of coming down to Par-| I have shown your Lordships again and 
liament and making speeches in defence | again that if you had the Militia ballot 
of Government measures, you would be to-morrow it would not give you that 
very apt to do what to my mind would | accession of strength which the noble 
he a very mistaken thing indeed—to turn | Earl desires to obtain for the purpose of 
your Commander-in-Chief into something | ™eeting, the present emergency. The 
like a political partisan. I trust I shall /noble Earl knows perfectly well that it 

tbe as | would not give him a trained man by the 
not live to - that practice introduced | 1st November next—that magical date 
' which he-has insisted upon so much to- 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth | ": 
Series], Vol. Ixxxv., page 204. /night. The other remedy of the noble 


| 
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Earl is a far simpler one. He proposes 
to hang somebody. When he made his 
last speech he was contented with hang- 
ing a single individual. I imagine I was 
the destined victim. 
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taries cf State who have held office at the 
War Office since the Crimean War. 


*Tue Eart or WEMYSS: No. 


*THEe MArQuess oF LANSDOWNE: I 
am sorry I cannot place myself at the 
disposal of the noble Earl for that pur- 
pose, but I do trust that when he next 
brings this subject before the House he 
will at least have some practical alterna- 
tive to offer in place of the measures 
which we, after deliberation and careful 


consultation with our expert advisers, | 


have ‘aid before Parliament and the 


country. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I shall 
say very little, because most of the argu- 
ments which can be used have been 
already exhausted ; but I should think 
myself wanting in my duty if I did not 
express the opinions which I hold upon 
the very serious matters which have been 
brought to the attention of your Lord- 
ships by the noble Earl the Earl of Rose- 
bery. The noble Marquess who has just 
sat down twitted my noble friend with 
not having made adequate proposals to, [ 
suppose, increase our military and naval 
power. He says he criticises and finds 
fault with the present Government, but 
he does not give a hint to show what 
might have been done better. That is a 
very old gibe against the Opposition, 
which has no effect whatever on my 
mind. It is not the business of the 
Opposition to propose measures. 
the business of the Government of the 


day to propose measures on its responsi- | 
bility, and it is the duty of the Opposi- | 
tion, if they are not satisfied with those | 


measures, to point that out, and, if need 
be, to take the opinion of Parliament and 
of the country upon them. 


Tue MARQUESS OF 
Hear, hear! 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: I am. 


not going to place myself in a position of 
violent antagonism to noble Lords oppo- 
site. I recognise, in the first place, that 
the times are extremely critical. The 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


But to-night he | 
proposes to hang the whole of the Secre- | 


' sion, 
|speeches are very apt indeed to not 


It is | 


' tunate. 


SALISBURY: | 
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| occurrences in various parts of the world 
are such as may perplex the wisest states- 
men, and although I by no means approve 
and commend everything which noble 
Lords opposite have done, I hope I have 
shown some consciousness that if I have 
any power at all I should not use it to 
weaken the Government in the conduet 
of affairs in times which are difficult and 
even dangerous in their character. | 
rather regretted the very strong expres- 
sion in the speech of the noble Marquess 
to the Primrose League. I am not speak- 


/ing now from an opinion formed at this 


moment, but I rather regretted it at the 
time. I thought the views he enunciated 
as to the hostility which existed in so 
many countries against us were sound 
‘and well founded, but I thought, if he 
will allow me to say so, considering the 
position he occupies—one that is not only 
very important as Prime Minister of the 
country, but even still more important 
from the long experience he has had of 
foreign affairs—-I thought, if he will allow 
me to shy so, that he somewhat exceeded 
what was desirable in the very strong 
opinion that he expressed on that occa- 
Those who read and hear platform 


thoroughly comprehend the precise mean- 
ing attached to them by men experienced 
in the very difficult subject of foreign 
affairs, and I think that when they read 
the speech of the noble Marquess the 
greater mass of them did not appreciate 
—I certainly did myself—the distinction 
which he drew with regard to a danger 
which is accumulating and which may 
have very considerable effect as regards 
the necessity of strong military and naval 
defences in this country at a period not 
yetarrived. I do not think the ordinary 
public would discriminate, as no doubt 
they ought to have discriminated, between 
that and the expression of opinion, as 
they read it, that they were surrounded 
by a danger of an immediate and 
dangerous imminency. I thought the 
expression of that was somewhat unfor- 
I have myself always thought it 
was a very satisfactory thing that, so far, 
notwithstanding this hostile feeling, the 
xovernments of the various countries 
have shown no unfriendly feeling towards 
us. I have always felt that that was 
a phenomenon which might make us 
seriously reflect that possibly, certainly 
not in my remembrance, never was there 


so unfriendly a feeling all over Europe 
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towards this country as there is now— 
a feeling the real foundation for which I 
have never been able to understand, but 
which makes it the more dangerous in my 
view, because an unreasoning hostility is 
just the one which is the most difficult 
to meet. But I think my noble friend 
Lord Rosebery was justified in what 
he said as regards the desirability of 
knowing what the expert opinion is; 
but I agree with the noble Marquess 
the Secretary of State for War, and 
differ from my noble friend, upon the 
point of whether we ought to have the 
Commander-in-Chief appearing in this 
House and undertaking duties which, in 
my opinion, can only be discharged by a 
responsible Minister. I should myself, 
like my noble friend, attach the highest 
importance, no doubt, to a speech made 
by the Commander-in-Chief, but our Par- 
liamentary system is such that if you 
were to bring experts down to this House, 
and they were to usurp the position of 
the Minister, you would sap the very 


foundations upon which our 
political arrangements are based. If the 


Commander -in- Chief comes here and 
makes his statement, the First Naval Lord 
must come here and make his statement. 
I think it would be impossible for any 
Minister to undertake the conduct of 
either the Military or the Naval Depart- 
ment of the State if the experts were to 
be set up as the great authorities in 
Parliament. But whilst I say that, I 
limit it entirely to the point of the expert 
appearing here or in the House of 
Commons, and I do think the Govern- 
ment ought to carefully give us, on their 
own responsibilfty, the authentic state- 
mentsthey have received from their experts, 
so far as the interests of the public service 
permit of the public expression of such 
opinions. That course would not tend to 
weaken the Government. On the con- 
trary, it would tend to strengthen the 
Government by strengthening the public 
confidence in the statement made by the 
Government, and the public would under 
stand that, when the statement of a 
Minister was not accompanied by the 
expert’s opinion, circumstances rendered 
it necessary that that opinion should not 
be published. I do not think that the 
laying of the experts’ opinions before 
Parliament would have the effect of 
calming the public mind. There is no 
doubt that there is a feeling of uneasiness 
in the public mind ; and no one can deny 


{27 JuLy 1900} 


| that there is cause tor it. 
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Look around 
upon the position of affairs. We have the 
flower of the British Army locked up in 
South Africa in a war that may drag on 
for some time, and upon the top of that 
great undertaking we have a state of 
affairs in China which seems to puzzle 
the wisest statesmanship of Europe and 
America. Ido not think anyone would 
venture to foretell what will take 


Sites Bill. 





whole | 





place in China. It may be that the 
| revolutionary movement will subside, and 
| that we may obtain satisfaction from the 
Chinese Government for the _ terrible 
atrocities we have only too much reason 
to fear have been committed. It may be, 
on the other hand, that portions of that 
enormous country may fall into a state 
of disorganisation and disturbance which 
| may, in the first place, endanger the life 
of every European and American who 
| has the ill-fortune to be in that country, 
| which may, in the second place, destroy 
‘the trade carried on with that country, 
| and, in the third place, place the European 
/and American Powers ina position of 
|extreme difficulty ; for if they have to 
destroy the Government of China they 
| will have to substitute another in its 
| place, and can you conceive a duty more 
| difficult that could be laid on what is 
|called the European Concert, or more 
i likely to lead to most serious results ? 
As my noble friend has said, we are 
about to separate for probably a consider- 
able time, and we must earnestly hope 
that Her Majesty’s Government will 
| devote themselves to seeing that, in the 
| opinion of those experts whom they con- 
sult and trust, everything is being done 
that can properly be expected to be done 
to place this country in a position of 
thorough safety, and to induce a feeling 
of public contentment. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 





OFFICE SITES BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


POST 


THe POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(The Marquess of LONDONDERRY): My 
Lords, this Bill is, in principle, the same 
as those which have been submitted for 
the past twenty years, and which have 
always passed through your Lordships’ 
House without opposition. Under this 
Bill, which has been considered in the 
House of Commons both by the Select 
Committee and by Committee of the 
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whole House, the Post Office obtain | 
powers to clear sites in London, Bristol, 
Ilford, Sheffield, and Southampton. The | 
Postmaster General is empowered to 
erect buildings on the lands taken, but 
all persons interested will be entitled to 
compensation under the Lands Clauses 
Act. I may say, to remove some appre- 
hension which has been felt, that there 
will be no alteration made in Post 
Office Court, between Lombard Street 
and King William Street. Certain 
provisions have been inserted for the pro- 
tection of sewers and streets in London, 
and Mr. Hanbury stated in the House of 
Commons that these provisions would be 
extended so as to apply to all the local 
authorities in the districts where sites 
will be acquired. Up to now it invari- 
ably has been the custom that not more | 
than ten houses shall be taken compul- 
sorily. In Bristol there is a larger 
number of houses intended to be taken, 
but Mr. Hanbury has undertaken to pro- 
vide for the rehousing of any of the 
labouring classes who may be dis- 
possessed. 


Moved, “That the Bill be read a second 
time.” —(The Marquess of Londonderry.) 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read | 
2" accordingly, and committed for Mon- 
day next. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 
House in Committee (according to | 


Order). 


Clause 1 :— 


*EarL GREY said the object of the 
Amendment he rose to move was to 
restore a proviso which was deliberately | 
inserted, after full consideration by both 
Houses of Parliament, in the Act of 1883, 
and which made it compulsory upon | 
every valuer and referee appointed under | 
that Act to have regard, in making the | 
valuation of any agricultural improve- | 
ment, to what was justly due to the 
inherent capabilities of the soil. He | 
understood that there was no difference | 
whatever between the Parliament of | 
1883 and the Government which was | 
responsible for the introduction of this 
Bill so far as the point of principle was 
concerned. He did not understand that | 
any member of the Government denied | 
that a valuer ought to take into account | 


The Marquess of Londonderry. 


\ 
| 
{ 


{LORDS} 


| considering the capacity of the soil. 











Holdings Bill. 


what was justly due to the inherent 
capabilities of the soil. While in 1883 
it was held to be absolutely necessary, as 
a precaution against possible confiscation 
and injustice, that every valuer should 
have regard to the inherent capabilities 
of the soil, and that he should be in- 
structed by statute to have such regard, 
the Government now proposed that no 
statutory instructions should be given to 
the valuers, as they believed that every 
valuer would naturally have regard to 
what was justly due to the inherent 
capabilities of the soil. That was a very 
unsatisfactory position to be in. He 
understood the proviso was dropped out 
of the present Bill on the recommendation 
of the Royal Commission of 1887, who 
thought it was obnoxious to many and un- 
necessary, and that referees, in estimating 
the tenant’s interest in the value of an im- 
provement, would take into consideration 
the character of the soil, its natural 


‘fertility and capabilities, without any 


instruction by statute. Every fair 
valuer would do so, but legislation was 
introduced not to guide the conduct of 
fair men, but to make unfair men carry 
out their duty. He was apprehensive 
that there were valuers who would not 
act in the way suggested. The President 
of the Board of Agriculture, speaking in 
the House of Commons, repudiated the 
possibility of valuers considering the 
effect of agricultural operations without 
But 
if it was right for a valuer to have regard 
to the inherent capabilities of the soil, 
why was that not stated honestly and 


| straightforwardly in the Bill, so that 
: all the world could understand it ? 
| was it likely the valuers would construe 


How 


their duties?) They were hard-working, 
absolutely fearless and honest men, who 
would go to the statute, and the statute 
only, for their instructions. They would 
see that they were required to determine 
that as compensation such a sum should 
be given as fairly represented the value 
of the improvement to the incoming 
tenant. If his sense of justice suggested 
to a valuer that some deduction should 
be made in respect of the inherent capa- 


| bilities of the soil, he would compare the 


Act of 1883 with that of 1900, and he 
would see that Parliament had thought it 
right to eliminate the instruction as to 
taking the inherent capabilities of the soil 
into account from the latter Act. The 


valuer would conclude that, however much 
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he wished to, he was not entitled by his has been under the consideration of a 
statutory instructions to have any | great number of official bodies for some 
regard for the inherent capabilities of | time past. The Central Chamber of 
the soil. This would injuriously affect | Agriculture, as long ago as 1894, passed a 
the interests of landowners, and would | resolution recommending the omission of 
cause grave injustice. In Northumber- | this particular proviso from any Bill thas 
land there was an experimental farm | was brought forward in the future. Then 
managed by the county council, which came the Royal Commission, which re- 
had the great advantage of being directed | ported in 1898. The matter was dis- 
and supervised by Professor Somerville. ; cussed very fully before them, a con- 
The result of the scientific teaching of | siderable amount of evidence was taken, 
this experimental farm showed that the | and they came to the unanimous con- 
application of half a ton of basic slag, | clusion that the proviso ought to be 
which had cost the occupier 22s. per acre struck out. Although the Commission 
in the first three years, had given a live-| was formed of men of both parties, upon 
weight increase per acre in the three years this particular question they were abso- 
of 321 lb. of mutton, which, valued at 37d. lutely unanimous in their recommenda- 
per ib., was equivalent to an increase in| tion, and the proviso was struck out at 
value of £5. This was obtained at a total the desire not only of the Central 
cost of 22s. If the valuer in this case | Chamber of Agriculture, but, I believe, of 
did not consider himself obliged to have | most of the chambers of agriculture 
regard to the inherent capabilities of the throughout the country, backed up by 
soil, injustice and confiscation would the unanimous recommendation of the 
be the result. Did they not suppose | Royal Commission. Of course, your 
that the newspapers which represented | Lordships’ action must be independent of 
the views of the extreme advocates of what took place in the House of Com- 
tenant right would point out that this | mons; but it is worth while calling your 
proviso had been deliberately struck out attention to the fact that when this matter 
by Parliament in order that the tenant , was discussed in the other House the 
might get the full value of the improve- | majority in favour of leaving out the 
ments without any deduction being | proviso, both in the Standing Committee 
made ? There was every reason to believe | and in the House itself, was of consider- 
that pressure would be brought to bear able dimensions. I do not think this 
on the valuers not to have regard to the | ought to be argued as if the Bill in its 
inherent capabilities of the soil. Not one | present form would really take away from 
Minister had expressed himself in favour | the landlord anything that he possesses 
of the policy that the valuer should not | or would be likely to get under a valua- 
have regard to the inherent capabilities of | tion, for Clause 1 of the Bill clearly states 
the soil. Why, therefore, eliminate this | that— 
[rit tended to preclude. valuers” from |, Where% tenant has mad on his, holding 
: ‘ I 2 i | any improvement comprised in the First 
taking into consideration the inherent | Schedule to this Act he shall, subject as in the 
capabilities of the soil, Parliament would | Agricultural Holdings (England) Act, 1883 (in 
he making itself responsible for a policy | tis Act referred to _ one Peitlot a a and 
of confiscation and injustice, and would |” ee ee ee 
: - | termination of a tenancy, on quitting his 
be putting upon the Statute-book a germ | holding to obtain from the landlord as com- 
of great future trouble. pensation under the said Acts for the im- 
provement such sum as fairly represents the 
value of the improvement to an incoming 
| tenant.” 


Moved— 
“In page 1, line 12, to add the following | 
proviso :—_‘ Provided always, that in esti. I do not suppose anyone would say that 
mating the value of any improvement in’ the inherent capabilities of the soil con- 
Schedule I., there shall not he taken into | stituted an improvement made by the out- 
account, as part of the improvement made by | |. t . tete Sy tein: think’ thes 
the tenant, what is justly due to the inherent | 89!9g tenant. 18 quite true tha e 
capabilities of the soil.’ ”--(Zarl Grey.) | words were inserted in the present Act ;. 
but if they are inoperative they are sur- 
Viscount CROSS: My Lords, I think | plusage, and everything that is surplusage 
it is necessary that your Lordships should | is bad. The ‘inherent capabilities of the 
know how these words were omitted | soil” may mean anything or nothing. 
when the Bill was drawn. This matter! The proviso is spoken of in the evidence 
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given before the Royal Commission as 
one which nobody could understand. I 
do not say it is so myself, because I 
thoroughly understand what it means ; 
but evidence was given as to the diffi- 
culty of interpreting the words “ inherent 
capabilities of the soil.” I leave it, of 
course, to your Lordships to decide 
whether the proviso should he inserted 
or not. There is no intention on the 
part of the Government of altering the 
law with regard to this matter. The 
words I have read seem to be absolutely 
conclusive. 


Agricultural 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN : My 
Lords, Iam glad to hear from the noble 
Viscount that the Board of Agriculture 
merely consider these words as surplus- 
age, and that that is the reason why it is 
proposed to omit them from the Bill. But 
let me put the matter the other way. 
Admitting that these words are surplus- 
age, why not leave them where they are 1 
On the other had, if they are any more 
than surplusage, and if the Secretary to 
the Board of Agriculture is right in-his 
opinion, then the difference which will be 
made in the law will be a very serious 
one indeed. It must be borne in mind 
that the opinion of the gentleman who 
wrote the text-book that has been referred 
to, or the opinion of Mr. Long, is really of 
no importance whatever. What is of 
importance is the opinion of the arbitrators 
who are to interpret this Act. They will 
be guided by this first section, which is 
drawn in the widest possible terms, pro- 
viding that the value of the improvement 
is “the value of the improvement to the 
incoming tenant.” There could be 
nothirg wider than that, and there is no 
limitation. When they look back to the 
present law they will find that there was 
a limitation, and that limitation Parlia- 
ment has struck out. They will say to 
themselves, “Surely Parliament was not 
so foolish as to strike out this limitation if 
that striking out was to have no meaning 
whatever.” I should like in one sentence 
just to explain to your Lordships clearly 
what they would be doing if they were 
to adjudge what was due to the tenant 
having regard to the “inherent capa- 
bilities of the soil.” It has been said that 
when a man hires a farm he hires the 
farm with the inherent capabilities of the 
soil. 
does he hire it? For the time during 
which he is to hold it; and when his 


Viscount Cross. 


{LORDS} 


Perfectly true ; but for how long | 
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tenancy of the land ceases, his tenancy of 
the “inherent capabilities of the soil” 
ceases. But what the valuer would 
do would be this: the tenant having 
enjoyed during the whole of his tenancy 
all that was due to the inherent capabilities 
of the soil, the valuer by his decision 
would adjudge him what proceeded from 
the inherent capabilities of the soil for, 
say—as in the case just mentioned—ten 
years after the tenancy ceased, a time 
during which the tenant has no right in 
the soil, and therefore no right to be paid 
for anything that accrues from it. In 
this way a great injustice would be done 
against the owner of the soil and in 
favour of the tenant. I very strongly 
hope that your Lordships will retain the 
words which are at present in the Act. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I may 
be pardoned, perhaps, for saying a word 
on this question, because it happens that 
I was in office at the time the original 
Act was passed. I have not had time to 
go into the matter, but I believe I am 
right in saying that in our original 
Bill these words do not occur; they 
were introduced by an Amendment. in 
the House of Commons. 


Viscount CROSS: That is so. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: | 
remember the discussion perfectly well, 
and I paid a great deal of attention to it. 
I suppose I am duller of apprehension 
than other people, but for the life of me 


I cannot, and never could, understand 


what the effect of these words could be, 
or what possible object they could serve. 
I have always thought that they are mere 
surplusage. They were assented to in 
order to avert possible opposition to the 
Bill which might have been dangerous, 
but in the opinion—I know—of those 
with whom I acted, the words were of no 
value whatever ; and my opinion is that 
the sooner they go out of the Statute- 
book the better. There is only one use 
to which they can possibly be placed, and 
I do not see that that would benefit either 
the landlord or the tenant—that some 
unwary person may go to law in order to 
find out what they mean. I cannot con- 
ceive a prettier wrangle than would arise 
in such a case, but I pity the man who 
has to pay the costs. Speaking not only 
as a landlord, but as one keenly inter- 
ested in the welfare of both landlord and 
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tenant, I heartily concur in the view 
that these words should not be retained. 


THe Duki or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND : I would like to point out to the 
noble Earl opposite that the important 
point is, not whether these words are 
surplusage, or whether they are necessary, 
or, indeed, whether they are intelligible. 
They appear to be perfectly intelligible 
to the Lord Privy Seal, and we have no 
reason to think that they are not 
intelligible to the valuers. The argument 
the noble Earl has just used might be 
perfectly sound if the words had not been 
in the original Act; but it is a very 


{27 JuLy 1900} 





different thing when you take words like | 
these out of the Act and leave the) 
valuers to draw their own inferences from | 
the omission. I am not here to contest 
what the Lord Privy Seal has said 
with regard to the interpretation of 
‘Clause 1. I dare say Clause 1, as it | 
stands, in effect does embody all 
that these words include, but I am not 
so certain that the valuers, who have 
understood this Act, who have so far had 
no difficulty in administering the Act, 
will be as clear in drawing inferences as | 
the noble Lord’s long experience enables | 
him to be. I hope the words will be re- | 


inserted, in order to leave no room for | 


doubt as to what the intention of Parlia- 
ment is. 


THE DUKE 
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gether inclined to ignore the authority of 
the unanimous opinion of the Royal Com- 
mission as well as that of the experts of 
the Board of Agriculture. It is stated 
in the Report of the Royal Commission 
that these words are unnecessary, and 
that they have given rise to miszoncep- 
tion and misrepresentation on the part of 
some of the friends of the tenants ; and I 
think it is probable that the Act 
would be improved if the words were 
omitted. However, as it is almost 
impossible to mistake what is the pre- 
vailing opinion upon this subject of the 
Committee as at present constituted, I 
searcely think that it will be necessary to 
put the Committee to the trouble of 
dividing, as opinion appears to be so 
entirely in the opposite direction. Per- 
sonally, as I have said, I should prefer 
that the words should have gone out, 
because I believe that it is important in 
the interests not only of the tenant, but 
of the landlord, that the tenant should 
not only possess, but know and feel con- 
fident that he possesses, full security for 


compensation for any outlay which he 


may embark upon in the performance of 
what are real improvements; and the 
insertion in the Act of any words which 
he cannot understand and nobody can 
explain to him is calculated to impair that 
confidence, and, therefore, to make him 


less willing to undertake improvements, 
/and less anxious to do the best by the 


oF DEVONSHIRE: I) 


think the noble Viscount the Lord Privy | 


Seal made 
Majesty’s Government propose to leave it 
to the Committee to decide 
these words should remain or not. 
sonally, I am very much inclined to agree 
with the view taken by the noble Karl 





it quite clear that Her | 


whether | 
Per- | 


land either in his own interest or that of 
the landlord. For these reasons I regret 
that the Committee should take a view 
opposed to that of the Royal Commission 
and the experts of the Board, but, as it 
is clear that the great majority of your 
Lordships do not share in that regret, the 
Government, at any rate, do not propose 


opposite, and although I quite admit | to divide upon the question. 


that a great number of your Lordships | 
are very well acquainted with these sub- | 


On Question, ‘“‘That those words be 


jects and very competent to express an | there inserted,” their Lordships divided : 
opinion upon them, still, Iam not alto- | —Contents, 50; Not-Contents, 5. 
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De Mauley, L. 
De Ramsey, L. 
Fermanagh, L. 
Glenesk, L. 
Harlech, L. 
Harris, L. 
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Heneage, L. 
Kinnear, L. 
Lawrence, L. 
Manners of Ha 
Granby.) 
Penrhyn. L. 
Raglan, L. 


(E. Erne.) 


NOT-CONTENTS. 
Boyle,L. (Z. Cork and Orrery.) | 


Kimberley, E. 
Gordon, V. (£. Aberdeen.) [ Teller. ] 


ViscouNT CROSS: The Amendment | 
I now move is submitted in pursuance of | 
an undertaking given by Mr. Long in the 
House of Commons to introduce words 
which should prevent the possibility of | 
an unreasonable and excessive quantity 
of manure being required to be returned | 
to the holding in respect of crops allowed | 
to be sold off during the concluding years | 
of the tenancy. It was suggested that 
the clause, which is admittedly required 
in favour of the landlord, might be utilised | 
in that way, and it was considered proper 
to provide this safeguard. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 27, after ‘ endured ’ insert 
‘not exceeding the value of the manure which 
would have been produced by the consumption 
on the holding of the crops so sold off or 
removed.’ ”—(The Lord Privy Seal.) 


THe Earn or CAMPERDOWN said 
this was a very peculiar Amendment, and 
its meaning was not very clear at first 
sight. Sub-section 4 as it stood provided 
that— 

“In the ascertainment of the amount of the 
compensation payable to a tenant in respect of 
manures as defined by this Act, there shall be 
taken into account the value of the manure 
required by the contract of tenancy or by 
custom to be returned tothe holding in respect 
of any crops sold off or removed from the hold- 
ing within the last two years of the tenancy or 
other less time for which the tenancy has 
endured.” 

That was a very ordinary contract in the 
case of any farm near ‘a town, and, apart 
from contract, was an arrangement im- 
posed by custom. But if the words pro- 
posed by this Amendment were inserted 
it would be necessary to enter into two 
calculations—(1) how much crop had been 
sold off the land, and (2) how much 
manure that crop would have produced ; 
and, if that ameunt of manure exceeded 
by one cow-pat the proper amount, the 
difference was to be taken into account 
in calculating the compensation. This 
interference with the arrangement come 


{LORDS} 


' stood, it would not be necessary for the 
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Rowton, L. 

Sherborne, L. 

Sudley, L. (#. Arran) 
Ventry, L. 
Wemyss, L. 
Wenlock, L. 
Windsor, L. 


Idon, L. (JM. 


(EZ. Wemyss.) 


Cranworth, L. 
| Ribblesdale, L. 


[Teller] 
to under contract or existing by ‘custom 
was quite unreasonable; it would be 
much better to cut out all reference to 
custom and contract altogether than to 
limit it in this absurd way. 


On Question, “That those words be 
there inserted,” agreed to. 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 
Drafting Amendments made. 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN said 
that the object of the new sub-section he 
rose to move was very simple-—namely, 
that the present practice with regard to 
notices of claim should be continued. It 
might be asked how it was that the pro- 
visions he now proposed, which were in 
the original Act, had come to be dropped 
out. It happened that the Bill omitted 
Sections 6 to 16 of the principal Act, 
and these provisions were contained in one 
of the sub-+ections omitted. As the Bill 


tenant to give any details of any kind in 
making his claim, or for the landlord to 
give particulars of the deductions he 
claimed under Subsection 3. It was 
surely for the general convenience that 
the old practice should continue of re- 
quiring detailed particulars to be given. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 2, line 40, after ‘claim’ to insert 
a new sub-section: ‘Every claim and written 
notice under this section shall state, as far as 
reasonably may be, the particulars and amount 
of the intended elaim.’”— (Zhe Earl of 
Camperdown.) 


Viscount CROSS explained that the 
unanimous opinion of the Royal Com. 
mission was that notices of claim should 
be done away with, it having been found 
that they were inconvenient, and led to 
trouble and expense. The noble Earl 
need not be afraid of particulars not being 
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given, because, under the Bill as it stood, | for acts which were not all likely to result 
if anyone unreasonably refused to give | in an equivalent amount of loss to the 


particulars he would be subject to costs | landlord. 


at the discretion of the valuer. 
Amendment negatived. 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 3, 4, and 5 agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 
THE DuKE or NORTHUMBER- 


LAND, in moving the rejection of this ' 


clause, said he would find it easier to give 
reasons for its rejection if he had heard 
any reasons for its being in the Bill at 
all. This legislation, their Lordships 
were aware, was an interference with 
freedom of conduct ; that was the avowed 
object ; but in addition to that it was 
also giving the tenant by a sidewind a 
great amount of fixity of tenure. As the 
law stood, landlords were necessarily very 
cautious of doing anything which would 
induce the tenant to leave his holding, 
because of the trouble and expense in- 
volved ; but why should the Legislature 
de away with any protection which the 
landlord now had against any act of the 
tenant which might be detrimental to the 
holding, without taking the extreme 
measure of determining the tenancy ? It 
was very questionable whether penal rents 
were really legal. The law as it stood 
gave ample protection to the tenant 
against anything unfair in the way of 
penal rents. Why should there be astill 
further limitation of the right of the land- 
lord to prevent improper cropping or 
other bad treatment of his land, when the 
Bill already went far enough in restricting 


These penal clauses were 
certainly not looked upon with favour by 
'the courts, and there was often great 
difficulty in enforcing them. It was con- 
sidered that a better feeling would be 
brought about between landlord and 
|tenant if these penal clauses were done 
away with, except in those very special 
cases where the injury to the landlord 
might be a very serious matter. 


THE DukE oF NORTHUMBERLAND 
pointed out that at present the landlord 
had a legal and an equitable remedy ;_ he 
might take his complaint against the 
tenant before a court of law or before an 
arbitrator. If it were true that the 
courts “did not look with favour” on 
these clauses, there was still less reason 
for depriving the landlord of his legal 
rights. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
expressed the opinion that these penal 
clauses were extremely disadvantageous 
in a lease, and, in his experience (not 
now a very short one), they were very 
rarely enforced. He believed the chief 
result of piling up clauses providing large 
damages for the landlord was only to 
produce irritation and ill-feeling, and in 
estates under enlightened management 
they were now being generally dropped. 
With the power of making a counter- 
claim provided for in this Bill, the land- 
lord had ample opportunity of protecting 
himself. This clause would only put into 
general application the practice which 


| was already adopted in the great majority 


the landlord’s enjoyment of his property 1 


True, it was provided that this section 


should not apply to any covenant or con- | 


dition against breaking up permanent 
pasture and other matters, but there were 
other matters besides those enumerated 
in that proviso which were properly the 
subject of penalties in case the tenant 
transgressed the terms of his lease. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out Clause 6.”—(Zhe Duke of 
Northumberland.) 


Viscount CROSS said that 


ment of penalties or liquidated damages 


in a) 
limited number of cases provisions were | 
inserted in the lease requiring the pay- | 


of instances. 
Amendment negatived. 


Clauses 6, 7, 8, and 9 agreed to. 
Bead tied | iS 


Clause 10 :— 
*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 


moved the insertion of a new sub-section, 
proposed at the instance of the Scottish 
Office, and accepted by the noble Vis- 
count in charge of the Bill, the object of 
which was to clear up a doubt that had 
been expressed as to the competency of 
/an appeal in certain cases from the de- 
cision of a sheriff-substitute to a sheriff. 
In the cases with which this clause dealt, 
the sheriff-substitute was really acting in- 
| stead of the sheriff, and clearly, if an 


\ 
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appeal should lie at all, it should be not 
to the sheriff, but to a higher court. The 
sub-section he now moved would avoid 
any risk of additional and unnecessary 
legal procedure being introduced. 


Agricultural 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 5, at end of clause to insert: ‘(5) 
Where any jurisdiction committed by the 
principal Act or this Act to the sheriff is exer- 
cised by the sheriff-substitute there shall be 
no appeal to the sheriff.’”—(Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 


First Schedule :— 
*Lorp WINDSOR roved the first of 
three Amendments applying to items (4) 


{LORDS} 
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changes of tenancy within ten years ; if 
each tenant exercised his rights under 
this schedule, that small farm might in 
the course of ten years become converted 
into a chess-board of osier bedsand gardens 
and orchards. And the landlord was not 
only to be compelled to suffer this, but he 
was to be liable for compensation as well. 
There was also this possibility : the pre- 
sent Government thought it right to fixa 
limit of one acre, but another Govern- 
ment, holding very different views, might 
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| extend the principle and allow five or ten 


acres to be devoted to these purposes. 


| This was no doubt the “thin end of the 


wedge ” argument, and there was gene- 
oD > fo) 


| rally about that argument the weakness 


(6) and (11) of Part I. of this schedule. | 
This part enumerated among the improve- | 


ments to which the consent of the land- 
lord was required— 

“(4) Making and 
(exceeding one acre). 

“(6) Making of 
acre). 

“(11) Planting of orchards or fruit-bushes 
(exceeding one acre).” 


planting of osier beds 


gardens (exceeding one 


that it relied upon prophecy ; but it hap- 


| pened that in the House of Commons, 


where a similar Amendment had been 
moved, and opposed by the Govern- 
ment, the wedge had been imme- 
diately driven home against them. 
After the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture had defeated an Amendment 


| similar to the present one, a Member for 


He proposed to omit the words “ exceed- 


ing one acre” in each instance. As the 


3ill stood it was not quite clear whether | 


the intentions that a 
should only be able to deal with one acre 


tenant farmer | 


of land, and must choose which of the | 


three objects he would devote that one 
acre to, or whether he was at liberty to 
devote three acres to these three special 
objects. As he read the Bill, he saw 
nothing in the way of the latter course. 
But, apart from the doubt as to the effect 
of the provision, he maintained that this 
was introducing a new and wholly in- 
defensible principle. In the other House 
a similar Amendment to the present was 
proposed, and the Government had 


admitted that, logically, this portion of | 


the schedule could not be defended ; but 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 


said that farmers fully realised why the | 


distinction of one acre should be drawn. 
On a large farm no great harm 
would be done by devoting one or 
even three acres to these purposes, but 


‘applied to each of these objects. 


in the case of a small farm it might be a_ 


very serious matter indeed. Take the 
case of a twenty-acre farm, with several 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh, 


| 


a Scottish constituency got up and 
moved that the tenant farmer should 
be permitted to redeem not ex- 
ceeding one acre of waste land. The 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
was reduced to using exactly the same 
argument that had heen used against him 
five minutes before in order to defend 
himself against this very severe hitting of 
the wedge whieh he himself had just 
inserted. That Amendment was defeated; 
but it was very difficult to see why, if a 
tenant farmer could use an acre for the 
making of an orchard or a garden, or 
planting an osier bed, he should not be 
allowed to reclaim an acre of waste land. 
He could not see how this provision could 
be defended, and he did not believe it was 
supported except by those who desired 
dual ownership of the land. He appealed 
to the Government to remove this blot 


from the Bill. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 6, line 8, to omit the words ‘ex- 
ceeding one acre.’ ”—(Lord Windsor.) 


Viscount CROSS said that, as he 
understood the effect of the schedule, 
only one acre would be liable to be 
This 
proposal was embodied in the Report 
of the Central Chamber of Agricul- 
ture so long ago as 1894, and he 
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found that present at the meeting, (of which there were many in the north of 
of that body, and agreeing with that | England) the power of devoting an acre 
Report were Mr. Chaplin, Mr. Jeffreys, | of the holding to an orchard or an osier 
Mr. Clare Sewell Read, and others, and | bed, or a garden, although it might be an 
that the Committee consisted of members | immediate advantage to the tenant, would 
of both political parties. A proposal to| mean a serious injury to the farm; and 
give tenant farmers right to compensation | with a succession of tenants thinking only 
in respect of orchards and trees, irrespec-| of their immediate advantage, the farm 
tive of size, was rejected by the Commit-| might be diverted altogether from its 
tee, and this limited provision was agreed | original and proper purpose. He agreed 
upon, the object being to encourage small | that this was the “thin end of the 
gardens and things of that kind. The | wedge ”—itwas a step towardsdualowner- 
proposal was again considered by the| ship. There had been in the sister isle 
Royal Commission of 1893, the members | warning sufficient of the danger of that 
of which were Lord Cobham, Mr. Chaplin, | principle. He cordially supported the 
Mr. Long, the late Mr. Little, and Sir | Amendment. 
John Gilmour, and they unanimously en- 
dorsed the proposal. With respect tothe; Lorn HENEAGE pointed out that, as 
argument of the noble Lord who moved | the words stood in the Second Schedule, 
the Amendment, that in the course of ten |g tenant could plant “any number” of 
years the whole holding might be turned | osier beds, fruit gardens, ete., on a farm, 
into an orchard or an osier bed, the | so Jong as none of them exceeded three- 
answer was that the only compensation | quarters of an acre, or were under an 
the tenant could claim was the value of | acre, So that it would not require suc- 
his Improvement “ to _the incoming | cessive tenants to plant a dozen orchards 
tenant.” That would be in practice suffi- | oy 4 dozen osier beds on a farm. 
cient protection against a tenant applying 
any considerable part of his holding to 
purposes which would have no value to 
the tenant who would succeed him. 
There was no ulterior object whatever in 
inserting these three lines in this part of ‘ 
the Schedule, and he hoped their Lord- Lorp HENEAGE: I beg my noble 
ships would retain them. friend’s pardon. Under the words of the 
Bill, as drafted, there is nothing to pre- 
Tue Eart or FEVERSHAM con-| vent the tenant, without applying to the 
tended that too much attention should | landlord at all, planting a dozen osier 
not be paid to decisions arrived at | beds, providing that none of them exceeds 
by the Central Chamber of Agricul- | one acre. It may be a mistake in the 
ture or any other public bodies ; the | drafting, but that is the effect of the 
business of the Legislature was to do | words as they stand. 
justice as between landlord and tenant. | 
The question here was whether this| On Question, whether the words pro- 
change in the law was fair and just. | posed to be left out shall stand part of 
He held that its immediate effect would | the schedule, their Lordships divided :— 
be injurious. In the case of small farms | Contents, 15 ; Not-Contents, 25. 








Viscount CROSS: But the consent of 
the landlord must be given to anything 
over an acre. 
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Manners of Haddon, L. (iM. | Raglan, L. | Sudley, L. (£. Arran.) 
Granby.) Rowton, L. Ventry, L 


Stewart of Garlies, L. (E£. 


Penrhyn, L. Galloway.) 


Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 


Second and third schedules amended 
and agreed to. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing 
Committee, and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 211.) 


House adjourned during pleasure ; and 
resumed by the Earl of Morley. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


Read 3¢ (according to Order), with 
the Amendments ; further Amendments 
made ; Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


OIL IN TOBACCO BILL. 

House in | 

Order) ; an Amendment made ; Standing | 

Committee negatived. The Report of 

Amendment to be received on Monday 
next. 

House adjourned at five minutes past 


Eight of the cluck, to Monday next, 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 27th July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





ABERDEEN CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 


Committee (according to | 


Wemyss, . 
Windsor, L. 


(E. Wemyss.) 
[ Teller. } 





ROE’'S PATENT BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 


SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
| Amendments. 


WALSALL CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered. 
| Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 


‘and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 


| be now read the third time.—(J/r. Cald- 
| well.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 


| and passed, with Amendments. 
| 
| 
| 





TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without amendment [Provi- 
sional Orders confirmed], Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be considered upon Monday 
| next. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


MORLEY CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 

BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION 
[Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BILL 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 


WAYS BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) 
Bill, Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill, Local Government Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 12) Bill, Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill, 
Perth and Paisley Gas Provisional Orders 
Bill, without amendment. 


That they have agreed to—Bradford 
Corporation Bill, Halifax Corporation Bill, 





agreed to. 


CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL 
[Lords]. 





Oldham Corporation Bill, Baker Street 
and Waterloo Railway Bill, City of 
London (Various Powers) Bill, Market 
Weighton Drainage and Navigation Bill, 
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Cumberland County Council (Bridges) | 
Bill, Charing Cross and Strand Electricity | 
Supply Bill, Croydon Tramways and Im- 
provements Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments 
to—London Sea Water Supply Bill, 
—_ Glasgow Building Regulations 
3ill, [Lords], Motherwell and Bellshill | 
Railway Bill [Lords], North Eastern 
Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill [Lords], 
Rotherham Corporation Bill ipa 
without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, | 
“An Act for amalgamating the Water- 
fora, Limerick, and Western Railway 
Company with the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company; and _ for 
other purposes.” Great Southern and 
Western and Waterford, Limerick, and 
Western Railway Companies Amalgama- 
tion Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act for 
amalgamating the Undertaking of the 
Waterford and Central Ireland Railway 
Company with the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company; and _ for , 
other purposes.” Great Southern and 
Western and Waterford and Central 
Ireland Railway Companies Amalgama- 


tion Bill [Lords]. 


? 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN | 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [Lords]. 

GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD AND CENTRAL 
IRELAND RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 

Bills. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Whithorn, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS. 

Petition of the School Board for 
London, for greater facilities for the 
attendance of young people; to lie upon 
the Table. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS BILL. 
Petitions from Leith, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


{27 JuLy 1900} 
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2EPORTS, ETC. 


RETURNS, 


| INEBRIATES’ RETREATS (RULES FOR 


MANAGEMENT). 

Copy presented, of Regulations, made 
with the approval of the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, for the 
Domestic Management of Corngreaves 


| Hall Retreat, licensed as a Retreat under 


the Inebriates Acts, 1869 to 1899 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PURCHASE 
OF LAND (LRELAND) ACT, 1891). 
Copy presented, of Return of Advances 
under the Act during the year ended 
31st March, 1900 [by Act}; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 302.] 


CHINA (No. 3, 1900). 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the Insurrectionary Movement 
in China [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2488 and 2490 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Chamber of London.—Annual Ac- 
counts of the Chamberlain of London for 
the year 1899 [by Act]; to be printed. 
[No. 303.] 

2. Royal University of Ireland.—Copy 
of Account of Receipts and Expenditure 
of the Royal University of Ireland for the 
year ended 31st March, 1900, together 
with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to be 
printed. [No. 304.] 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
RECENT NEWS—ADVANCE OF THE 
ALLIES ON PEKING. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
whether there is any news from China. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 


STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
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Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): No, Sir ; 
we have no further news at the Foreign | 
Office ; but I may, in answer to the right | 
hon. Gentleman, allude to one question | 
which is on the Paper—namely, as to 
whether the advance on Peking has yet 
begun. The commanding officer has not 
yet been able to advance, but preparations | 
seemed to be far advanced towards com- | 
pletion. 


Questions. 





CHINESE EMBASSY IN LONDON. | 

Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- | 
field) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary | 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he can! 
state how long the Emperor of China is | 
to be represented by a Minister in London, , 
while Her Majesty is practically unrepre- | 
sented in China owing to communications 
with her Minister being interrupted by | 
the neglect of the Chinese Government 
to keep communications open. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The present situa- 

tion in China is difficult and compli- ; 
cated, and while our information is 
imperfect I cannot make any statement 
in reply to the inquiry of the hon. 
Member. 


SOUTH AFRICAN 
AND MEDICAL 
INQUIRY. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if the South African Hos- 
pitals Commission will be able to inquire | 
into the insanitary conditions which led 
to the outbreak of enteric fever and the 
consequent overcrowding of the hospitals 
at Bloemfontein. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): It will rest with the Commission 
themselves to determine the scope of 
their reference, but my own impression is 
that if the insanitary condition was due 
to the neglect of the Medical Department 
it would undoubtedly come under the 
cognisance of the Commission. If, on the 
other hand, it was due to military neces- 
sities—as, for instance, to the insanitary 
condition of the camp following on 
Paardeberg—I imagine it would not come 
under the survey of the Commission ; but 
that is my own personal impression. 


Srr WALTER FOSTER: Is it not 
difficult to come to a conclusion of that 
kind without some inquiry ? 


WAR — HOSPITAL 
ARRANGEMENTS 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It rests with 


the Commission to interpret their own 
reference. 


Questions. 


KOORNSPRUIT DISASTER. 

Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether Colonel Broadwood, 
who was in command of the column at 
Koornspruit, was informed that the 
infantry post at the waterworks had been 
removed by order from Lord Roberts’s 
headquarters, and whether he has any 
official reports showing that the move- 
ments of Colonel Broadwood’s column 
were determined by the belief that there 
was a fortified infantry post on which to 
fall back ; and will he state who is the 
officer responsible for failure to communi- 
cate to Colonel Broadwood the fact that 


'the infantry post was about to be re- 


moved. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
it would be desirable to debate in the 
House these details of military operations, 
still less by way of question and answer. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman not aware, although he 
does not read the newspapers, that the 
name of the officer has been bruited about 
for months past ? It is not fair to other 
officers. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


RESUMPTION OF INDUSTRIAL OCCU- 
PATIONS AT JOHANNESBURG. 
Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the prohibition by Lord 
Roberts and Sir Alfred Milner against 
the return to Johannesburg is intended to 
apply to every person without exception ; 
and, in particular, does it apply to such 
as engineers and owners of industrial 
works in Johannesburg, which during the 


_war have had to be left in charge of 


Boers, or shut down, and the re-opening 
of which would be for the advantage of 
the military and community there and the 
re-settlement of the country, such as, for 
example, the steam laundry at Johannes- 
burg, which belongs to two Englishmen, 
who wish to proceed thither, and is at 
present in custody of a Boer woman, and 
other similar cases. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The resumption of 
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trade and industry will not be delayed a 
moment longer than the military exi- 
gencies require, and such persons as 
managers and engineers will be naturally 


Questions. 


allowed to go up in anticipation of the | 
general population to make arrangements 


for re-establishing the industries of the 
place. But I learn on 6th July that up 


to that date Lord Roberts had only been | 
able to allow the return of twenty mining 
representatives, and that these were still | 


detained en route. 


MARTIAL LAW IN CAPE COLONY 
AND RHODESIA. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : I) 


heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he can state in what districts 
or areas of British South Africa is mar- 
tial law now in force, and upon what dates 
was it so proclaimed in these districts or 
areas. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have to 
refer to my answer on the 2nd April 
to the hon. Member for the Rushcliffe 
Division of Nottinghamshire, and of | 
yesterday to the hon. Member for Mont- 
gomeryshire.* I have only to add that on 
15th May martial law was proclaimed to 
be in force throughout all the districts of 
Southern Rhodesia. 


{27 JuLy 1900} 
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| Mr. WYNDHAM: I know nothing of 
| the announcement referred to at the end 
|of the question. The total losses, in- 
cluding all deaths in South Africa, and 
men missing and taken prisoners, during 
the month of June, amount approxi- 
mately to 102 officers and 2,714 men. 


Questions. 


BRITISH MEDICAL COMFORTS FOR 
THE BOERS — TREATMENT OF 
BRITISH PRISONERS. 

Mr. KIMBER: I beg to ask the 

Under Secretary of State for War 


| whether he has any information to the 


effect that the Boers while still in arms 
and actual fight with British troops were 
allowed’ to send in to Fiecksburg for 
medical comforts, and that these were 
supplied from British Army stores, whilst 
British prisoners of war at Nooitgedacht 
have not been allowed to receive either 
medical comforts, clothing, or even to 
receive and transmit letters to their rela- 
tives ; and whether he has yet succeeded 
in procuring any alleviation of these con- 
ditions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In regard to the 
medical assistance to the enemy at Ficks- 
burg no report has reached the War 
Office. In regard tothe British prisoners 
of war at Nooitgedacht the Government 


is waking every effort to secure that sup- 


LINDLEY DISASTER. 

Mr. KIMBER: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
can state when and where the inquiry, 
which it is understood the Queen’s Regu- | 
lations require to be held in cases of 
capture or surrender of British troops, 
wil probably be held in the case of the | 
13th Imperial Yeomanry at Lindley. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuay, | 
Dover) : No inquiry can be held until the | 
prisoners are released. 


BRITISH CASUALTIES IN JUNE. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: [beg toask 
the Under Secretary of State for War what | 
has been the loss by casualties, sickness, 
and the capture and surrender of British 
forces in South Africa during the month | 
of June, after the announcement that the | 
war was practically over. | 





_* See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth | 
Series], Vol. Ixxxi., page 934; and the present | 
volume, page 1301. 
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plies of medical comforts and clothing and 
correspondence shall reach them, and is 
most anxious to co-operate with any 


private effort in this direction. It is 


considered that private effort is likely to 
prove more efficacious. It must be 
remembered that there are difficulties at 
the present time in the way of communi- 


| cating with the Boer Government. A 


telegram was, however, despatched to 
Lord Roberts on the 24th instant urging 
him to bring pressure to bear on the Boer 
authorities in regard to the treatment of 


| the prisoners. 


ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT—CIVIL 
SURGEONS—SUPPOSED PLEDGE OF 
SECRECY. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


| for War if Lord Roberts has been asked 


by the War Office whether civil surgeons 
employed in South Africa have been 
required to sign a contract in which they 
undertook not to divulge in any way 
their opinions on hospital efficien¢y or the 
reverse ; and, if so, can he say when did 
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the War Office ask this question of Lord 
Roberts, and whether by post or tele- 


graph, and when may an answer be_ 


expected. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As I stated yester- | 


day to the House, Lord Roberts has been 
asked this question by telegraph, but no 
reply has as yet been received. 


Dr. TANNER: When do you expect 
one ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


RETIRED ARMY MEDICAL OFFICERS 
RECALLED TO ACTIVE SERVICE. 
Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 

Under Secretary of State for War if he 

can state why the medical officers liable 

to recall were not ordered to rejoin 
instead of being asked individually to 
volunteer for duty in the military 
hospitals in South Africa, and if the 

War Office will take steps to bring the 

matter under the consideration of the 

Commission. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As I stated on the 
13th instant, in reply to a question by the 
Member for South Donegal, there are 
ninety-eight officers liable to recall; of 
these eighteen hold permanent appoint- 
ments under the War Office and twenty- 
five have been employed during the war. 
The reason why the remainder were not 
called up is that it was thought better to 
employ civilian surgeons who have more 
recent experience. 


COMMAND OF THE ROYAL IRISH 
RIFLES. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 


ask the Under Secretary of State for War. 


. whether a gentleman from another regi- 


ment has been appointed to the command | 


in the Royal Irish Rifles rendered vacant 
by the death of Colonel Eager, who died 
from wounds in the Natal campaign ; and 


what explanation, if any, has the War | 


Office to offer for the passing over of the 
officers of the Royal Irish Rifles who 
fought in that campaign. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. As 
regards the second paragraph I have on 
a previous orcasion endeavoured to make 
clear to the hon. Member that the selec- 
tion of such commanding officers is made 
by the Commander-in-Chief and the Army 
Board. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1504 
[ BRITISH REVERSES—COURTS OF 
INQUIRY. 


| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
'ask the Under Secretary of State for 
| War if he will state how many officers 
_and men were captured or surrendered 
/at Nicholson’s Nek, Koorn Spruit, 
Reddersburg, Liudley, Roodeval, and 
| between Roodeval and Heilbron, and 
‘how many have been released from 
captivity; have the courts of inquiry 
| prescribed by the Queen’s Regulations to 
be held by the general officer command- 
ing to investigate the circumstances under 
which the capture or surrender took place 
been held in the case of any other officers 
or men who were captured or surrendered 
on any of these occasions ; and, if so, in 
what instances ; and have the opinions of 
the court as to the circumstances under 
which those captures or surrenders have 
taken place been, in accordance with the 
Queen’s Regulations, forwarded to the 
War Office ; and, if so, on what grounds 
have they been withheld from the public. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
will find all the information which can be 
given in reply to the first paragraph in 
the published weekly report of the 
casualties. In reply to the remainder of 
the question, no detailed information as to 
the courts of inquiry has reached the 
War Office. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 
inquiries been held or not ¢ 


Have those 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot say that 
as a matter of fact, because I have not 
received the report. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Does the 
hon. Gentleman not know that the officers 
who have been imprisoned and released 
are now on active service, and is it 
possible without inquiry for them to be 
replaced on active service ? 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: In the absence of 
'a report I cannot reply on the question of 
|fact. I think it would be wasting the 
, time of the House to indulge in specula- 
| tive surmises. 


| IMPERIAL YEOMANRY ENCAMPMENT 
NEAR BEIRA. 

| Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
| N.E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
| of State for War if the Secretary of State 
| has received a report of the encampment 
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of two Imperial Yeomanry battalions for | 
three weeks in an unhealthy spot near | 
Beira after their disembarkation, whereby | 
widespread fever and dysentery were 

contracted, and many deaths occurred ; 

whether, with one exception, all the 

officers were prostrated, and a number of 

horses died ; and whether the Commission | 
will inquire into the circumstances. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A report of the | 


detention of Yeomanry at Bamboo Creek 
and of mortality amongst the animals 
reached the War Office in May. A tele- 
gram was despatched to Sir F. Carrington 
calling for a full report. This has not 
yet been received. 


GRATUITIES TO VOLUNTEER OFFI- 
CERS SERVING IN SOUTH AFRICA. 
Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 

Tyneside): I beg to ask the Under 

Secretary of State for War whether, 

according to the Queen’s Regulations, all 

Militia officers whose regiments have 

been embodied, and who serve in the war 

in South Africa, will receive £100 apiece 
at the termination of the war; and, if so, 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to give a gratuity of £100 to those 
Volunteer officers who have served in 
South Africa when peace is concluded. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. The 
gratuities are issuable to both Militia 
and Volunteer officers under the Pay 
Warrant. 


VOLUNTEERS—EM PLOYMENT ON 
FOREIGN SERVICE. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War if, without 
dividing the Volunteer force in time of 
peace into two classes, namely, those 
willing to serve in any pait of the world 
if called upon and those willing to serve 
only in Great Britain, power can be taken 
in the Volunteers Bill to enable the ser. 
vices of Volunteers to be accepted for 
service in any portion of the world when- | 
ever Her Majesty’s military or naval 
forces are engaged in actual operations of 
war. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I fear it will not 
be possible to re-open this subject in 
connection with the Volunteers Bill, 
which has passed through Committee. 
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GIBRALTAR GARRISON—OFFICERS’ 
HOUSES. 


Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether any steps have been 
taken, and, if so, what, to provide houses 
at reasonable rents for officers of the gar- 
rison at Gibraltar. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question has 
been under the consideration of a Com- 
mittee which went to Gibraltar and has 
reported in favour of some such provi- 
sion. The further questions of construe- 
tion and of the rent chargeable are now 
under consideration. 


ARMY PROMOTION BOARD. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
if he will state who are the members of 
the Army Promotion Board ; by whom 
are they appointed to seats on this Board ; 
what is the tenure of their office, and do 
they hold office at the pleasure of the 
Secretary of State for War, or of the 
Commander-in-Chief, or either of them ; 
what are the duties of this Board; and 
when recommendations are made of gen- 
tlemen from other regiments to assume 
the commands held by men who have 
fallen in active service or become inca- 
pacitated from wounds, is a memorandum 
of the reasons for passing over the 
officers of the regiments in which such 
vacancies have occurred prepared in the 
War Office. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Promotion 
Board consists of the generals command- 
ing in Ireland, at Aldershot, and either 
at Portsmouth or Devonport. These 
officers sit during the term of their 
appointment to their districts. Other 
otficers, appointed by the Commander-in- 
Chief, are added to their number to deal 
with the particular arms of the service. 
A record is kept of the Board’s recom- 
mendations. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: The hon. 
Gentleman has not told me the names of 
the members of this Board of Patronage. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Ido not think any 
useful purpose would be served by giving 
the names of the officers. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: That is a 


matter for the country, and not for you. 
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GUN FATALITY AT CAMDEN FORT, | 
CORK. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War, 
in reference to the inquest upon the body 
of Gunner John Addis, killed at Camden 
Fort, Cork, by the bursting of the breech 
of a 40-pounder gun on the 15th instant, 
whether he is aware that Captain Ord, 
Gunnery Inspector, stated at the inquest 
that an accident occurred about five years 
agoand the breech was blown away ; and 
that the Record-book of the Ordnance 
authorities shows that the gun in ques- 
tion was examined in 1899 and reported 
as having a fissure in the vent ; and can 
he state whether an Artillery Militiaman 
engaged upon artillery practice is in the 
same position as regards War Office regu- 
lations as an artilleryman of the Regular 
forces engaged on active service, and will 
the War Office authorities give any com- 
pensation to the relatives of the deceased 
if it should be proved that his death was 
occasioned by a defect in the gun. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I informed the hon. 
Member yesterday that a report was ex- 
pected upon this subject. When that 
report has been received and considered, 
I shall be ready to enter upon the ques- 
tions he raises. 


Mr. FLYNN: If the inquiry is shown 
to be due to the fault of the War Office, 
would that not place the case on a 
different footing ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That does not 
enter into the question. If the injury is 
incurred in the service, it does not matter 
whether it is the fault of the War Office 
or not. 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ PAY. 
Mayor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether officers on retired pay holding 
commissions in Militia will be allowed to 
draw retired pay as well as the pay of 
their rank in Militia during embodiment. | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; except | 
for a period equivalent to the period of 
annual training. 


| 


GREAT YARMOUTH FISHERMEN | 
AND THE MILITIA. 


*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of | 
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State for War whether he is aware that 
difficulties are anticipated at Great 
Yarmouth and elsewhere during the 
coming fishery season owing to many 
fishermen and employees in the fish- 
curing business being out for service 
with the Militia, and whether, where 
possible, furlough will be granted to such 
men during the fishery season so as to 
mitigate as far as possible injury to the 
fishing industry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As I have already 
explained to the House, instructions have 
been issued to the districts that Militia- 
men belonging to units embodied prior to 
March might be given furlough if they 
had satisfactorily completed their training 
and could be spared. 


*sir J. COLOMB: Will that apply to 
all men ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Toall men of good 


character. 


MILITIA SERGEANT-\WAJORS. 

Masor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if 
he can state when sergeant-majors of 
Militia battalions are to receive warrant 
rank ; and whethera colour sergeant and 
two sergeants are to be attached to each 
company as permanent staff. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The warrant was 
signed on the 26th July. The reply to 
the second part of the question is in the 
negative. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS 
TENDERERS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether it is the intention of the 
Government to provide a depot in Dublin 
for the accommodation of Irish merchants 
and manufacturers who are desirous to 
tender for supplies and fulfil contracts for 


Ireland. 


— IRISH 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powett- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): No, Sir ; 
the small advantages which might be 
derived from the establishment of a depot 
in Dublin would in no way compensate 
for the expenditure which it would 
necessarily involve. 
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THE “VICTORIA AND ALBERT.” 
Sir EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 


{27 JuLy 1900} 


) 
| 


land) : I beg to ask the First Lord of the | 
Admiralty if he can state how many tons | 


of silicate cotton were used in packing 
the bulkheads and casings of the new 
Royal yacht “ Victoria and Albert” ; has 
this padding been removed ; if so, what 
substitute is to be employed for the pur- 
pose of keeping the vessel cool; will he 
state how many tons of brass there were 
in the saloon and cabin sidelights, and 
whether all or part of these fittings have 
been removed ; and will he also say when 
all the additional cast-iron ballast which 
is being fitted will be completed, and the 
number of tons. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) : Forty-nine tons of 
silicate cotton have been removed from 
the Royal yacht. The portion of this 
that was between the bulkheads and 
overhead was introduced not for the 
purpose of keeping the vessel cool, but 
with the idea of deadening sound. Ex- 
periments were carried out during the 
passage round from Pembroke to ascer- 
tain whether the silicate cotton on funnel 
casings and over the engine room was 
really required for the purpose of keeping 
the ship cool, and where it could be dis- 
pensed with. Either silicate cotton or 
mica lagging has been retained wherever 
it was found to be necessary for this pur- 
pose, and its removal in other places has 
enabled the ventilation of the lower deck 
to be improved. Great care has been 
taken not to interfere with the comfort of 
the ship in the slightest degree. Wooden 
shutters have been substituted for the 
brass shutters that were fitted to the 
windows of the pavilion, causing a saving 
of weight of about five tons, but none of 
the brass cabin side-lights have been re- 
moved. The exact quantity of ballast 
required cannot be stated until the ship 
has been inclined, which will be done 
shortly. It will probably not be more 
than 150 tons. A large portion of this is 
already in place. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Does the right hon. Gentleman  ex- 
pect that when these alterations are com- 
pleted the vessel will be able to stand up 
in the water ? 


1510 
THE BELLEVILLE BOILER INQUIRY. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty will the 
terms of reference to the proposed Com- 
mittee on Belleville Boilers enable the 
Committee to investigate the circum- 
stances under which these boilers were 
first adopted by the Admiralty; to 
ascertain under whose advice they were 
thus adopted ; and to examine the per- 
sons who gave that advice in such a 
manner as will enable those persons to 
explain the grounds on which the advice 
was given. 


Questions. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : If my hon. friend 
willrecall what I said with reference to the 
proposed constitution of the Committee 
and the object of the inquiry, he will see 
that such an investigation as he suggests 
in his question was not contemplated. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS IN 
THE NAVY. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): On 
behalf of my hon. friend, the Member for 
Kast Clare, I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty if he can state what steps 
have been taken to furnish the Navy with 
toman Catholic chaplains. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: There are certain 
proposals from Cardinal Vaughan under 
consideration. In other respects I must 
refer the hon. Member to many previous 
statements on the subject. 


TORPEDO BOATS AT THE NAVAL 
MANCEUVRES. 

Sir EDWARD GOURLEY : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty if he 
will be good enough to state the age, 
speed, and length of coal endurance at 
sea of the twenty-four torpedo boats 
which, in the current nava! manceuvres, 
are being pitted against twenty-four 
modern torpedo boat destroyers, and 


‘whether the torpedo boats located in the 


French Channel ports are not only nearly 
double in number to those located in 
British Channel ports, but also more 


/modern and of greater speed; and will 


he state whether the manceuvring squad- 
rons are being replenished with fuel at 
sea or by returing to port, and whether 
they are accompanied by repairing and 
condensing ships; and, if not, can he 
state the reason, seeing that both descrip- 


| tions would be needed in war. 
| 
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Mr. GOSCHEN : The question of the; Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Will the 
hon. Member comprises matters of statis-| right hon. Gentleman state to what 
tics and naval policy, with which it is) countries the coal exported mainly 
impossible to deal within the limits of a | goes ? 


question. 
statistics as to British and foreign torpedo 


The hon. Gentleman will find | 


boats in the Return of fleets presented to | 


the House last year. 
admirals have colliers at their disposal 
for coaling their squadrons when and 
where they wish. A condensing ship has 


The contending | 


been attached to each of A and B fleets | 


for the manceuvres. Except the ‘ Hecla,” 
which ship is capable of effecting small 
repairs, no repairing ships are taking part 
in the maneeuvres. The provision of 
such ships for the short period of the 
manceuvres was unnecessary, and their 
fitting would have been very costly. I 
may remind the hon. Gentleman that 
provision was made in the additional 
Estimates for a repairing ship for general 
service with the fleet, but the arrange- 
ments have not yet been concluded. 


NATIONAL COAL RESERVE. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 


ask the President of the Board of Trade | 


if his attention has been called to the 
rise in the price of coal and the difficulties 
it will entail if long maintained upon 
many British industries, as also the 
suffering it will cause to the poor in 
winter; whether he has any official in- 
formation to show that this result has 
been brought about by the increase in the 
purchases “of coal by foreign competition, 
or by the laying in of stocks by foreign 
navies ; and whether he proposes to take 


Mr. RITCHIE: I shall be glad to in- 
form my hon. and gallant friend if he 
will put down a question on the subject. 


IMPORTATION OF DOGS INTO GREAT 
BRITAIN. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he has con- 
sidered the inconvenience caused by the 
present stringent regulations as to the 
bringing back into the United Kingdom 
of dogs temporarily removed abroad by 
their owners ; whether he is aware that 
some of these persons are invalids who 
dislike being separated from their dogs, 
and in some cases have been prevented 
from going abroad for their health by the 
anxiety and annoyance of the regulations, 
and because they are unwilling to be 
parted from pets; whether he is aware 
that, in some cases, persons who have 
brought dogs back are unable to comply 
with the regulation that the dogs should 
be kept in the same house for six months, 
owing to having let their own houses or 
to inability to remain in the same place ; 
and whether, seeing that some of these 
persons have been subjected to prosecu- 


tion and conviction for failing to comply 


any steps in the matter in the interests of | 


the home population, and of the defensive 
requirements of the United Kingdom. 


THe PRESIDENT or 
or TRADE (Mr. Rircuir, Croydon) : 


The price of coal exported in the first | 


THE BOARD | 


with the regulations from causes thus 
beyond their control, and having regard 
to the anxiety and loss of time and money 
thus caused, he will substitute, in the 
case of dogs who have been taken by 
their owners from this country and are 
being brought back from abroad, simple 


regulations requiring notice to be given of 


changes of residence and _ periodical 
inspection by official veterinary surgeons, 


| with any necessary penalties for evasion. 


half of 1900 is considerably higher than | 


in the year 1899, 
1873, the figures being 15°87s. in 1900, 
10°71s. in 1899, and 20°90s. in 1873. It 
is not practicable to apportion the recent 


but not so high as in | 


rise in price among the various causes | 


which have contributed thereto. 


With | 


regard to the last question, the Govern- | 


ment, while alive to the considerations 
referred to by my hon. friend, are not 
prepared at present to make any pro- 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovuaGLas, Kent, 
Augustine’s): My right hon. friend 


| desires me to say that the question of the 
admission into Great Britain of 


dogs 
brought from abroad has been very fully 
considered from the various points of 
view to which the hon. Member refers. 
My right hon. friend does not consider 


| that in practice the adoption of the sug- 


gestion made in the question would be 


posals to Parliament in the direction | found to afford the necessary measure of 
indicated by my hon. and gallant friend. | security against the reintroduction of 
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rabies, but the practice of the Department 
with regard to the issue of licences has 
recently been somewhat modified, and 


perhaps the hon. Member will submit to | 


my right hon. friend for further considera- 
tion particulars of any individual cases 
which may have been brought under his 
notice and in which he thinks that any 
cause for complaint exists. 


PALACE OF WESTMINSTER — VENTI- 
LATION OF COMMITTEE ROOMS. 
Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : 

I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether he will consider during 
the recess whether some better system of 
ventilation for the Committee reoms of 
the House can be devised, so as to pre- 
vent the oppression caused, not only 
during periods of great heat, but also 
when the weather does not allow of the 
opening of the windows. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I beg to 
refer my right hon. friend to the reply I 
gave yesterday to questions on this 
subject. 


KENSINGTON GARDENS REGULA- 
TIONS. 

Eart PERCY (Kensington, §.): I beg 
to ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that Kensington Gardens, 
although opened to the public at 5 a.m. 
throughout the year, are closed even on 
the longest day at 9 p.m.; whether he is 
aware that many of the residents in the 
district can only use the gardens shortly 
before the hour at which they are now 
closed, and that inconvenience is caused 
to persons on their way between Ken- 


sington and Bayswater after dark owing 


to the necessity of making a wide detour ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that 
neither the Green Park nor St. James’s 
Park are closed at nightfall, he will con- 
sider the expediency of allowing the 
public to make use of Kensington Gar- 
dens, at least during the summer, up to 
10 p.m. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Yes, Sir ; I 
am aware of the facts stated in the first 
two paragraphs of my noble friend’s 
question, but I would point out that che 
enclosure in St. James’s Park is now shut 
at 8.30 p.m., and that in the Green Park 
which is open till 10 p.m. is lighted to a 
great extent. If Kensington Gardens 
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| were kept open after dark it would be 
necessary to make provision for lighting 
and policing, and I regret I do not see 
my way to do this, nor do I think it 
/would be desirable to do so. In_ the 
absence of police and lighting it would be 
a great mistake. 


HOVE RECREATION GROUND. 
Sir HENRY FLETCHER (Sussex, 
| Lewes): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether he 
has sanctioned the raising of a loan of 
£15,000 by the Corporation of Hove for 
the purposes of a recreation ground out- 
side the limits of the borough. Whether 
‘he is aware that the sum to be borrowed 
represents only a small portion of what 
will probably be ultimately required, and 
‘that a petition signed by a body of work- 
ing men residing in the parish of Aldring- 
ton was presented in opposition to the 
scheme ; and whether, in these circum- 
| stances, he will take any steps to prevent so 
large an expenditure of ratepayers’ money 
on this project. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): The reply to the 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
affirmative. It is the case that further 
expenditure will be required in connec- 
tion with the proposal of the corporation. 
The Local Government Board received 
petitions in opposition to the scheme, and 
they caused two local inquiries to be held 
on the subject. After full consideration 
they came to the conclusion not to with- 
hold their sanction to the loan, and the 
matter cannot now be reopened. 


LOCAL TAXATION RETURNS. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
when the Local Taxation Returns, pre- 
sented on 28th May, will be delivered to 
| Members ; what has been the cause of the 
delay in printing and circulating these 
Returns ; and whether he will take steps 
to place them in the hands of Members 
within the next few days. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The portion 
of the Local Taxation Returns to which 
|the Hon. Member refers was presented 
to the House in dummy, and considerable 
revision has since been found necessary. 
This has now been effected, and instruc- 
| tions will be given that the copies shall 

3 I 
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be delivered to Members as early as prac- 
ticable. 


(Questions. 


NEW SCIENCE AND ART REGULA- 
TIONS. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): On behalf 
of the hon. Member for West Notting- 
ham, I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether an opportunity will be afforded 
for the discussion of the new regulations 
and alterations made in the Science and 
Art Directory during the session; and, 
if not, will the new regulations and 
alterations be suspended from operation 
until they shall have received the con- 
sideration of Parliament. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): Yes; the Second Reading of 
the Appropriation Bill will afford such 
an opportunity. 


Mr. HARWOOD: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for West Nottingham, I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education by what authority 
the regulations contained in the Science 
and Art Directory became lawful and 
operative without being laid upon the 
Table or being subject to discussion by 
this House. 


Sm J. GORST: The Directory is 
always laid on the Table of both Houses, 
though there is no statutory obligation 
requiring this to be done. 


Mr. HARWOOD: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for West Nottingham, I beg to 


ask the Vice-President of the Committee | 


of Council on Education if he will grant 
a Return of any correspondence from 
inspectors of schools or other persons con- 
taining recommendations or suggestions 
which have led to changes in the regula- 
tions issued in the Science and Art 
Directory whereby science and art 
grants are to be withheld from school 
boards except under novel and difficult 
conditions. 


Sir J. GORST: There is no such cor- 
respondence, and there is no intention to 
withhold from school boards such grants 
as have been heretofore made to them by 
the Science and Art Department. 
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Mr. HARWOOD: On behalf of the 
hon.Member for West Nottingham, I heg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
the new regulations in the Science and 
Art Directory will debar school boards 
from receiving science and art grants in 
respect of pupil teacher schools or central 
classes for pupil teachers. 


Questions. 


Sir J. GORST: The answer is in the 
negative. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether the Board 
of Education have so altered Clause 6 of 
the Science and Art Directory (1900) as 
to prevent school board classes, which are 
entirely dependent for local assistance 
upon the school fund, from participating 
in the grants administered by the 
Department of Science and Art. 


Str J.GORST: No such alteration has 
been made in Clause 6 of the Directory. 
The meaning of that clause is the same as 
it has been for many years, the words 
added being for the purpose of preventing 
a misinterpretation pointed out as possible 
But the Depart- 
ment has always held that the application 
of the school fund to science and art 
instruction, except in the case of pupil 
teachers, was illegal. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD — HIGHER 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education whether the 
London School Board have applied for 
recognition of certain higher elementary 
schools with a modern curriculum not 
scientific in a preponderating degree, such 
as was recommended officially to the 
London School Bord by reports of Her 
Majesty’s Inspectors forwarded by the 
3oard of Education ; whether he is aware 
that as the result of a conference attended 
by Her Majesty’s Chief Inspectors the 
London School Board adopted the recom- 
mendation as to curriculum ; whether 
the Board of Education recommends 
schools with a prevailing modern and 
general education as equally suitable as, 
and in some towns and districts more 
suitable than schools of the type of the 
schools of science ; and whether there is 
anything in the Minute limiting the 
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recognition of higher elementary schools {shire cream may be brought, that it 


to schools whose curriculum bears a close 
resemblance to the curriculum of a school 
of science; and whether the Board of 
Education will leave local managers free 
to consult the needs of their localities in 
framing curricula for acceptance in higher 
elementary schools. 


Sir J. GORST: The London School 
Board have applied for the recognition as 
higher elementary schools of seventy 
schools with a curriculum not scientific in 
a preponderating degree. 


The reports | 


of Her Majesty’s inspectors have, no | 


doubt, expressed the view that a curri- 
culum preparing scholars for the subse- 
quent study of commercial subjects is 
suitable to public elementary schools in 
London. Iam not aware of the grounds 
which induced the London School Board 
to adopt such acurriculum in the seventy 
schools above mentioned. The answer to 
the third paragraph of the question is in 
the affirmative. The scale of grants in 
the higher elementary schools minute is 
framed for schools whose curriculum 
bears a close resemblance to the curri- 
culum of a school of science. It would 
be much too high for schools of the type 
described in the earlier paragraphs of the 
question. The Board of Education 
desire to leave to managers the greatest 
possible discretion in framing the curri- 
cula for their school: but they cannot 
pay the high grants of the higher elemen- 
tary schools minute except to schools 
whose curriculum bears a close resem- 
blance to the curriculum of a school of 
science. 


Mr. LOUGH: To how many of these 
seventy schools is the Board of Education 
prepared to pay the higher grants asked 
for by the London School Board ? 


Sir J. GORST: Not one ; because the 
curriculum is of a commercial and not a 
svientific nature. 


FOOD PRESERVATIVES. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 
General whether, as a Departmental 
Committee is now scientifically investi- 
gating the question of adding preserva- 
tives to food, and will report by the end 
of the year, he will send an intimation to 
all judicial authorities before whom any 
cases of adding preservatives to Devon- 


would be expedient to adjourn the pro- 


‘ceedings until after the Departmental 


Committee has given its decision. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FInuLAy, Inverness Burghs) : 
I have no authority to interfere with the 


‘discretion of judicial authorities in the 


way suggested in the question, and it 
would be most improper for me to attempt: 
to do so. 


RURAL POSTMEN’S SHELTERS. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if the Department can 
see its way to relieve rural postmen of 
the responsibility of finding sites for 
shelters for their use at the outward end 
of their journey. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnsury, Pres- 
ton): The present arrangement under 
which postmen obtain the necessary per- 
mission for placing shelters at the end of 
their walks is found to be convenient and 
to work without any practical difficulty ; 
and the Postmaster General sees no 
reason for changing it. The shelters have 
sometimes to be moved from one point 
to another ; and a formal tenancy of the 
site by the Postmaster General would in 
many cases create difficulties. 


POSTMEN’S UNIFORMS. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if he will state 
what is the relative weight of postmen’s 
winter and summer uniforms. 


Mr. HANBURY: The weights of 
postmen’s winter and summer uniform, 
including the shako, but excluding great- 
coat and waterproof cape, are as follows : 
—London: Winter uniform, 8 lb. 6 oz. ; 
summer uniform, 5lb. 6}0z. Provin- 
cial; Winter uniform, 6 lb. 8 oz. ; summer 
uniform, 5 lb. 7 oz.  Great-coat: Lon- 
don, 5lb. ll oz.; provinces, 4b. 6 oz. 
Cape (waterproof), 2b. 12 0z. 


TRADE MARKS—* FOREIGN ORIGIN.” 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury if the 
Law Advisers of the Crown have given 
their opinion as to the requirement by 


Big! [ey 
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The Merchandise Marks Act, 1887, of a | 
definite indication of foreign origin on 
any imported decorated tin box intended 
to pass into the permanent use of the 
consumer, if it bears the name of an 
English firm or English wording or marks, 
raising the presumption that the box was 
made by British labour. 


Mr. HANBURY: The question, which 
has necessitated correspondence between 
several Departments, is found to be one 
of some complication. But a case is 
being prepared and will shortly be sub- 
mitted to the Law officers. 


Questions. 


SERVICE ABSTRACTORS - 
TERMS OF SERVICE. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether any intimation was 
given to the registered men copyists pro- 
moted abstractors, under the conditions 
stated in the notice from the Civil Service 
Commissioners, dated 7th April, 1894, 
that they would be deprived compulsorily 
of the right, assured to them by the 
Treasury, of serving until they reached a 
maximum salary of £150 per annum, 
through an Order in Council carrying 
retrospective penal effects to come into 
force on 30th November, 1899; and, if 
not sointimated, can he state under what 
authority the Secretary of State for War 
claims to act in the case of two abstractors 
in the War Office, one of whom has made 
timely protest against being required to 
accept the terms of such retrospective 
penal enactment. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Treasury gave 
n9 assurance that the abstractors in ques- 
tion should serve until they reached a 
maximum salary of £150 per annum. As 
they were allowed to enter the class of 
abstractors up to the age of sixty, some of 
them might have claimed under such an 
assurance to remain till they were eighty 
or ninety years of age. I explained to 
the hon. Baronet on the 5th instant that 
the Order gives full authority to the 
Secretary of State to call upon abstractors 
to retire at sixty. 


CIVIL 


COUNTY COURT FEES. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask Mr. | 
| derry): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 


Attorney General whether the Committee 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. HANBURY: The Committee 
have reported, and the substance of their 
recommendations hasalready been adopted 
ina Draft Order, which will shortly be 


'made public under the Rules Publication 


Act. 


IRISH LUNATIC ASYLUMS BOARD— 
SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he has considered the 
arguments for anincreased grant in excess 
of the Supplemental Estimate put forward 
on behalf of the Irish Lunatic Asylum 
Boards by the Most Rev. Dr. Kelly and 
others, and whether an opportunity for 
discussing the Supplementary Estimate 
will be afforded. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, 
W.): I have considered the arguments 
put before me in this matter. I under- 
stand that it was suggested that some 
payment in excess of the Supplementary 
Estimate should be made for the first 
financial year of the new system, because 
the licences taken out in the previous 
vear covered part of that year, and the 
payments for licences during that year 
were in many cases not made until a con- 
siderable part of it had expired. But this 
view was based on a misconception of the 
fifty-eighth section of the Act of 1898, 
which provided, not that the sum paid 
for licences in the first financial vear of 
the new system should be paid go the 
Local Taxation Account, but that a sum 
equal to the amount collected for such 
licences in the previous financial year 
should be so paid—and this payment will 
be made to the Local Taxation Account 
early in the financial year, certainly not 
later than May. I do not, therefore, con- 
sider that there is any ground for the 
request for an increased grant. I will 
convey to the Leader of the House the 
suggestion of the hon. and _ learned 
Gentleman that some opportunity should 
be afforded for discussing the Supplemen- 
tary Estimate. But I can make no state- 


ment on that matter myself. 


DERRY MAGISTRACY. 
Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE (London- 


on County Court Fees has reported, and | to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
whether the nature of the Report will be | can state how many Protestant and how 
made known to the House. 





many Roman Catholic magistrates there 
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Questions. 


are in Derry city ; and whether the Irish | 


Government are prepared to take all 
reasonable steps to redress any inequality, 
and afford a due representation on the 
bench to the majority of the inhabitants 
of the city. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The number of magistrates in 
the city of Londonderry is forty-eight, of 
whom eighteen are Presbyterians, seven- 
teen Roman Catholics, eight Protestant 
Episcopalians, four are Methodists, and 
one is a Baptist. 
admit that the religion of the majority of 
the inhabitants should be the determining 
factor in the appointment of magistrates, 
but if the hon, Member desires to submit 


to the Lord Lieutenant the names of any | 


eligible candidates for the position his 
suggestions would, of course, receive con- 
sideration. 


GRANTS-IN-AID TO IRISH ASYLUMS. 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord, 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
amount due by the Treasury to the Irish | 
Local Taxation Fund in respect of the 
grant-in-aid for Irish asylums, and 
how this figure was arrived at; and 
if he will also state how the money re- 
funded will be allocated ; and whether a 
proportionate amount, and, if so, how 
much to each, will be paid to the county 
councils of the various counties towards 
the upkeep of their respective asylums. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The amount 
due to the Local Taxation (Ireland) | 
Account in respect of the grant-in-aid for | 
pauper lunatics, and the manner in which 
the amount was arrived at will be found | 
described in the Supplementary Estimate. 
The money, when voted, will be paid into 
the Local Taxation Account and will be 
available for the purposes mentioned in 
Section 58 of the Local Government Act 
of 1898. 


GRANTS FOR 
IN IRELAND. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 


of Ireland if he would consider the 
advisability of presenting annually to 
Parliament, or including in the judicial 
statistics particulars by counties and 
boroughs of the grants for malicious in- 


{27 JuLy 1900} 


Iam not prepared to | 


| partment 


MALICIOUS INJURIES | 
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juries in Ireland, showing the amount 
and nature of the claim, the number of 
dismisses, and generally the result of 
traverse or appeal; and could he state 
the amount levied for injuries for the 
first year under the Local Government 
Act, as compared with the last year 
under the grand jury system. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Detailed in- 
formation on the points mentioned in the 
first paragraph will be included in future 
annual reports on judicial statistics in 
Ireland. It will take some days to collect 
the information desired in the second 
paragraph. It has been called for, how- 
ever, and, when received, will be for- 
warded to the hon. Member. 


CORK LAND COMMISSION. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he can state when it is proposed 
to hold the next Land Commission 
Courts in Macroom and Millstreet respec- 
tively, when were the last courts held, 
and how many cases remained unheard. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A sub-com- 
mission last sat in Millstreet in October, 
and for the disposal of cases from 
Macroom in February. Forty-one cases 
from Millstreet and sixty-eight from 
Macroom district have not yet been listed 
for hearing. It is not, at present, possible 
to say when the next sitting of a sub- 
commission will be held in either of these 
districts. 


MUZZLING REGULATIONS IN CORK. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of ne De- 
of Agriculture for Ireland 
whether he will now suspend the dogs 
muzzling regulations in the city and 
county of Cork. 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or THE DE- 
PARTMENT or AGRICULTURE For 
IRELAND (Mr. Piunkert, Dublin 
County, S.): A case of rabies occurred 
in the Fermoy union so recently as the 
10th ultimo, the origin of which has not 
as yet been traced. Inquiry into the 
matter is still in progress, and in the cir- 
cumstances it would be premature, at 
present, to relax the restrictions in the 
county and city of Cork. 








1523 {COM 
NEWBLISS P.O.—DELIVERY OF TELE- 
GRAMS BY GIRLS. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 


Nuvy and Army 


whether the Department sanctions the | 


practice of using girl telegraph learners 
to deliver postal messages, as in the case of 
the Newbliss post office; whether such 


practice prevails in any part of England ; | 


and will he issue instructions for this 
system to be discontinued. 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, Sir ; it is with | 


the sanction of the Department that 
assistants at a post oftice like Newbliss, 
whether they be girls or boys, are em- 
ployed in the delivery of telegraph (not 
postal) messages. Such a practice prevails 
in England. 


LIMAVADY POSTMASTERSHIP. 
Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 
presenting the Postmaster General, if he 
can state how long the position of Post- 


master of Limavady has been vacant and | 


for what reason, and whether the Depart- 
ment are paying the late postmaster a 
rent for the present post office premises ; 
and whether, seeing that such premises 
are small and ill-ventilated, and unsuit- 


able for the requirements of the locality, | 


the Department will take steps to ap- 


point a postmaster and supply proper | 


accommodation for the public. 


Mr. HANBURY : The postmastership 


of Limavady has been vacant since Ist | 


November, 1899. The delay in filling 


the vacancy has been caused by necessary 


inquiries as to a revision of the arrange- 
ments for carrying on the work of the 


office, and inquiries with a view to finding | 
the most suitable candidate to fill the | 
A rent is being paid to the | 


vacancy. 
late postmaster for the use of his premises. 
The vacancy will be filled on the earliest 
possible date, and one of the conditions of 
the appointment will be that the candi- 


date provides accommocation for the work | 


of the oftice. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it not the 
case that all the north of Ireland is up 
in arms if a Catholic postmaster is 
appointed 4 

[No answer was given. ] 


IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ 
ARREARS OF FEE GRANT. 
Captain DONELAN : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 


MONS} 
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| of Ireland if he can say when the Irish 
' national teachers will receive the arrears 
|of fee grant which accrued between the 
| years 1893 and 1896. 


| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have 
already more than once stated that the 
| money cannot be paid until the Vote has 
| been passed. 


CarTAIN DONELAN: 
likely to be passed ? 


When is it 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: We got the 
Vote the other day, but Report of it has 
still to be obtained. 
INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION BOARD 

CLERKS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
| of Ireland whether the clerks who are to 
receive pensions under the Intermediate 
| Education Bill have been appointed by 
| competitive examination; and, if not, 
how will future clerks be appointed. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The present 
clerks of the Board were not appointed 
by competitive examination. The ap- 
pointment to these posts is vested by 
statute in the Board, and ! am unable to 
say in what manner the power of ap- 
| pointment will be exercised hereafter. 


AND | SPIRIT 
(IRELAND) 


BEER 
GROCERS’ 
(No. 2) BILL. 
| Lords Amendments to be considered 
| forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


RETAILERS’ 
LICENCES 


MUNICIPAL TRADING 

COMMITTEE). 

Report from the Select Committee ap- 

| pointed to join with a Committee of the 

Lords on Municipal Trading, with Minutes 

_of Evidence and an Appendix, brought 
| up, and read [Inquiry not completed]. 


(JOINT 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, [No. 305.] 


NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 
1898-99. 

Committee to consider the Savings and 
| Deficiencies upon Navy and Army Grants 
| for 1898-99, and the temporary sanction 

obtained from the Treasury by the Navy 
'and Army Departments to the Expendi- 
| ture not provided for in the Grants for 
that year, upon Monday next. 
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Ordered, That the Appropriation Ac- | 
counts for the Navy and Army Depart- | 
ments, which were presented upon the 
15th day of February last, be referred to | 
the Committee.—(Mr. Hanbury.) 





INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (I[RE- 
LAND) BILL. 
As amended, in the Committee, to be 


printed. [Bill 315. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—County and 
Borough Franchise Assimilation (London) 
Bill, without amendment. 

That they have agreed to—Merchant 
Shipping (Liability of Shipowners and 
Others) Bill, with an Amendment. 

That they have agreed to—Cruelty to 
Wild Animals in Captivity Bill, with 
Amendment. 


SUPPLY [2Ist ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


| Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. } 


(SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATE, 
1900-1901. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not exceed- 
ing £11,500,000, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for Additional Expenditure, mainly 
due to the war in South Africa and to 
affairs in China, in respect of the follow- 
ing Army Services, viz. :— 


ARMY 


£ 
Vote 1. Pay, ete., of the Army 3,250,000 
Vote 2. Medical Establishment : 

Pay, etc. ... ses AN ? 350,000 
Vote 5. Volunteer Corps: Pay 
and Allowances ... ae ee 500,000 
Vote 6. Transport and Remounts 4,500,000 

Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and 
other Supplies _... ro soe 850,000 

Vote 8. Clothing Establishments 
and Services soe is as 100,000 
Vote 9. Warlike and other Stores 500,000 

Vote 10. Works, ete. : Cost (includ- 
ing Statf for Engineer Services) 1,060,000 

Vote 12. Miscellaneous Effective 
Services... Set wae . 140,000 

Vote 14. Non-Effective Services, 
Officers eg 250,000 
Total ... £11,500,000” 


{27 Juty 1900} (Supplementary) Estimate. 


‘and I 


‘travelling over the same ground again. 


1526 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyNDHAM, 
Dover) : The presentation of this Supple- 
mentary Estimate for eleven and a half 


' millions has heen designedly delayed until 


a late period of the session, because it 
necessarily includes provision for two 
purposes—the continuance of the war in 
South Africa and the military operations 
in China, the extent and cost of which 
cannot with any accuracy be gauged. 
Indeed, in spite of this delay, it has not ’ 
been possible to make a forecast which 
approaches to the accuracy which the 
Committee of Supply very properly 
expects in an ordinary year. This 
estimate has been framed to meet all the 
charges that will come in course of pay- 
ment until the end of February, 1901. It 
leaves the month of March open, so that 
when the House reassembles it will be in 
the power of the Committee of the House 
to revise or toconfirm the provisions that we 
have made in such a way as to see that 
our books balance at the end of the 
financial year. This Estimate is the 
second Army Estimate which it has been 
my duty to submit this year. It is the 
fourth Army Estimate I have had to sub- 
mit since the beginning of the war. In 
the statements with which I introduced 
those previous Estimates, and in debates, 
I have already said all that, as it seemed 


‘to me, could usefully be said on some of 


those wider questions of military policy 
which arise out of Estimates of this mag- 
nitude. Ido not propose this afternoon 
to repeat what I have said. I think that 
would serve no useful purpose. My 
views on the efforts made by this Govern 
ment at the outbreak of the war, on the 
efforts made since to prosecute the war 
and provide for home defence, have been 
very fully laid before this Committee, 
should not be justified in 


But there are two other large questions of 
military policy which I have not yet dis- 


/cussed, and which I do not propose to 
‘discuss this afternoon. 
| question of the operations of our Army in 
the field. 


The first is the 


At the beginning of the session 
it was generally felt that it would not be 
wise to criticise or discuss the strategy 
and tactics of our generals or the com- 
parative value of the different arms of the 
service until the end of the war, and until 
|the experience gained by the war had 
been analysed. There is another very 
| important question which I do not pro- 
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pose to discuss. It is sometimes called 
“ reorganisation” for brevity, for the word 
is not very explicit. What we mean by it 
is the fitting of the whole of our military 
system, of the War Office, and of the 
Army to meet the needs of the Empire 


and the conditions of modern war- 
fare. The opinion was very gene- 


rally entertained and expressed earlier 
in the year, and notably by the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean and by the Leader of 
the Opposition, that a time of war is not 
a time for attacking these large questions 
of reconstruction and reorganisation. I 
shared the view then expressed ; I hold it 
now, and [ hope it is still generally 
shared. But there is one important 
questior. arising out of this war which I 
have been charged with unduly neglect- 
ing, particularly upon one occasion, and 
which certainly has been elbowed out of 
our debates by more exciting topics—I 
mean the question of the finance of the 
war. I plead guilty to having said very 
little about that during this session. How 
much has the war cost? How much is 
the war going to cost ? Hon. Members 
cheer, and they have perhaps in their 
minds the sum total of all the totals 
which have been asked for, but these 
questions are not so simple as they seem. 
Following our procedure—and I think 


very properly following it, for 
reasons [I gave last October—the 


procedure of distributing the sums 
for which we have obtained © sanc- 
tion over the Vote, with which we 


are familiar, it is very difficult to extri- 
cate from any one Estimate the amount 
which is directly chargeable for war, and 
stillharderto extricate the total from those 
four Estimates, and it is very difficult to 
distinguish the charges which are directly 
due to the war from the charges which 
are indirectly due to the war, which are 
mainly but not wholly due to the war ; 
the charges which have nothing to do 
with the war, and the charges for the 
permanent increase of our Army, whether 
at home or in certain other parts of the 
Empire outside South Africa. But, before 
I come to this question of the finance of 
the war—I gather that some members of 
the Committee would be glad that I 
should do so—I must, if I may so put it, 
get China out of the way, not because it 
is not a subject of the most vital import- 
ance, but because in respect of China I 
am here merely as an accountant. In so | 
Mr, Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 


(Supplementary) Estimate. 1528 
far as the organisation of the military 
expedition is concerned, my noble friend 
the Secretary of State for India, I imagine, 
would be able to give greater information 
than I can, and sofar as the policy that points 
to the despatch of such an expedition is 
concerned I must refer hon. Members to 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 
All I have to do with is to state how 
much there is for China on this Supple- 
mentary Estimate. In order to repay the 
prime charge and the recurring ¢ iarge up 
to the end of February, for the force 
which India has up till now put at our 
disposal, a sum of £1,574,000 is taken on 
various Votes in this Estimate. But recent 
experience has taught us that you cannot 
proceed in these matters on a_ narrow 
margin. There may be sickness, losses 
in China, and therefore the Estimate is 
increased in this Supplementary Estimate 
to the round number of £2,000.000. That 
leaves a margin for an expedition of the 
size which is now proposed—about 11,000 
combatants and 4,000 coolies, with trans- 
ports and other munitions of war. — But 
would it be wise to tie our hands in such a 
manner that it would he impossible to 
send reinforcements ? In the opinion of 
the Government it would not be wise. 
Therefore, in this Estimate a further sum 
of one million is taken as a second line of 
reserve in respect of China, and from the 
total of eleven and a half millions which 
appears on the face of the Estimate I 
must ask the Committee, before coming 
to the question of the finance of the war 
in South Africa, to deduct a round total 
of £3,000,000. These three millions are 
distributed over the Vote. That is done 
for reasons I urged last October, and it 
was, I think, very generally accepted 
that you cannot have proper account 
keeping if you pool all your accounts 
into a Vote on account during a 
time of exceptional necessity. It may 
be convenient to hon. Members that 
I should now recall to their minds 
the sums we have voted on previous Esti- 
mates in respect of South Africa—sums 
directly due to the war in South Atrica. 
In the first Estimate in October last, the 
total of which was ten millions, the 
charges directly springing from the war 
were £9,434,000. In the second Supple- 
mentary Estimate introduced on 13th 
February, the sum for those direct charges 
was over £12,580,000. In the Estimates 
introduced on 12th March, the direct 
charge was a little over thirty-one and a 
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half millions, and that was so stated on 
page 6 of the Estimates. Until now, 
therefore, the Committee of this House 
has sanctioned for charges arising directly 
out of the war in South Africa a total of 
£53,582,700. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): And 


eight millions now. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
Member will allow me to make my state- 
ment in my own way. We cannot take 
the whole of the eight millions and a half for 
charges springing directly out of the war. 
I think it will be more convenient to deal 
first with charges springing directly out 
ot the war, and then proceed with indirect 
charges, and then with charges that have 
nothing to do with the war at all. When 
I introduced the Estimate for the year for 
the war for thirty-one and a half millions I 
pointed out three things. I said we in- 
eluded nothing for what are called 
terminal charges, we included nothing 
for gratuities to troops in that Estimate, 
nor for the cost of transporting the troops 
back to this country, or India, or the 
colonies. In the second place, I said that 
those Estimates were framed under ex- 
ceptional circumstances, that they partook 
somewhat of the nature of a “shot,” and 
that it was impossible to present them 
with the accuracy which can be obtained 
in times of peace. In the third place, I 
pointed out that it had been necessary to 
divide what I have called war at full 
pressure from war at half pressure 
in a somewhat arbitrary manner. 
Of course, one merges by imperceptible 
degrees in the other, and so in turn does 
war at half pressure merge into what may 
be called military occupation when war 
has ceased. It is very difficult to dis- 
tinguish quite accurately between these 
phases. In the Estimate of the year for 
the war, thirty-one and a half millions, 
the sum of half a million was taken for 
the huts in South Africa to accommodate 
the permanent garrison that would be left 
there, and that is a sum which cannot 
quite properly be considered a direct 
charge of the war. In this Estimate, 
omitting China, there is a sum of eight 
and a half millions. To that I will ask the 
Committee to apply the same consider- 
ation. It includes money for permanent 
charges, it includes money for the excess 
which has arisen from the fact that the 


first Estimate partook somewhat of the 





{27 JuLy 1900} (Supplementary) Estimate. 





1530 


| nature of a shot, and it includes a further 
sum for what I call military occupation. 
| That is all it includes in respect of the war. 
| I will deal with the terminal charges first. 
_ For transport for bringing the troops home 
| we are asking sanction for £2,650,000. 
| That is sufficient to take back the Indian 
contingent to India, to take the colonial 
contingent back to the celonies, and to 
bring 135,000 Imperial troops from Africa 
to this country. At this moment there 
are in South Africa 223,500 men in all, 
'and of these 189,900 are Imperial troops 
and about 10,000 Indian troops. We are 
asking for sea transport to bring back 
135,000 men, which leaves in South Africa 
about 45,000 men. The permanent garrison 
has been estimated by Lord Roberts at 
30,000 men, and we have been advised 
from South Africa that some 15,000 men 
—Yeomen, colonists, and Reservists— 
may make their home there. Therefore 
no cause has so far arisen for providing 
for bringing back more troops than I have 
named. Then the other factor in the 
terminal charges consists of the gratuities. 
These have been calculated upon a 
basis of £5 as the unit. The private 
soldier will receive £5, and officers and 
others will receive multiples of that 
sum calculated in accordance with their 
rank. There is also provision made which 
will enable us to give a suit of plain 
clothes to every Reservist on his return, 
and further provision is made for the 
issue of a medal and other minor matters, 
into which I will go later on if I am 
asked. The total for gratuities taken in 
these Estimates is £2,950,000, which, 
added to the amount required for trans- 
port, gives a total for terminal charges in 
these Estimates of £5,600,000. Then I 
come to the second point, the question of 
excess over the Estimates forthe year 
presented in ‘March. Those Estimates 
were intended to meet the charges of the 
war for the financial year, for war at 
full pressure for six months, and at half 
pressure for the remaining moiety of the 
year, but of course they were framed 
some time before they were laid before 
the House, and before orders had been 
given for the 8th Division to proceed to 
South Africa. They were framed upon the 
basis of about 190,000 then being employed 
in South Africa, and the force there 
now, as I have told the Committee, 
numbers over 220,000. That being so, 
for what may fairly be called not a mis- 
calculation, but a shortcoming in the 
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Estimates submitted in March, we are 
taking now £1,090,000. But in these 
Estimates and in respect of the war there 
are other sums which come under the 
third head I have submitted, sums which 
partake of the character of provision for 
military occupation. There is one sum 
which I should like to explain, namely, 
£250,000 for rolling stock. When earlier 
in the session I said that Lord Roberts 
had asked for rolling stock, and that we 
had undertaken to provide it, it was held, 
somewhat unfairly, I think, that this was 
an oversight on the part of the Govern- 
ment. Rolling stock for a 3ft. 6in. 
gauge cannot be obtained within less 
than nine months, and there was no 
cause for providing it at the beginning 
of the war, and Lord Roberts applied to 
us on the ground that after the war the 
rolling stock would be exhausted to such 
an extent that for purposes of military 
occupation, it would be necessary to 
renew it toa certain amount. For that 
we are now asking £250,000. And then 
also under this third head of sums which 
fall rather under the head of military 
occupation there is a further £500,000 
to provide huts for the garrison left in 
South Africa, making in all £1,000,000 
for that service. In these Estimates for 
the war in South Africa we are asking 
for £7,440,000, and it may interest the 
Committee to know that the total in all 
the Estimates for charges arising out of 
the war is £61,220,700; but that in- 
cludes £1,000,000 for huts and £250,000 
for rolling stock. That takes us, if our 
forecasts are accurate, to the end of 
February next year, and I do not think 
that any large sum in addition will have 
to be asked for when Parliament meets. 
But there are other charges which arise 
indirectly out of the war, and if the Com- 
mittee care to have them I can give them. 
In the Estimates of October last there was 
a sum of £566,000 for the embodiment of 
the Militia and raising certain artillery 
batteries and cavalry regiments from the 
lower to the higher standard. That I 
call an indirect charge. In the February 
Estimate there was a charge of £400,000 
for the further embodiment ot the Militia. 
In the Estimates for the year we took 
£6,228,000 for what is called the emer- 
gency scheme for home defence, and in 
these Estimates we are taking £590,000. 
That charge arises out of the magnificent 
response made by the Volunteers to meet 
the facilities offered to them under that 
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|scheme. It may interest the Committee 
| to know that there will be or have been 
‘in camp for fourteen days 59 Volunteer 
artillery corps out of 66, 26 engineer corps 
out of 28, and 203 infantry corps out of 
216, or, in all, about 150,000 men out 


(Supplementary) Estimate. 


| of about 240,000. I call that a 
/magnificent response. All these are 
‘receiving allowances for transport 
'which enable them to bring into 


camp about one-half of the transport 
they would require in war. Of course, 
the whole of the Militia has been em- 
| bodied, and transport has been provided 
‘for the Militia out of Gcvernment stores 
and horses out of the Remount Depart- 
ment. It is entirely in consequence of 
the Volunteers that there has been this 
further sum of £500,000 upon the Esti- 
mate now submitted, and that sum ought 
to be credited to what I call excess, though 
the result of the expenditure is one on 
which I congratulate myself and the 
country. Then I come to the permanent 


charge in this Estimate. We are taking a, 


further sum of £500,000 for huts in this 
country. When I introduced the Esti- 
mates of the year I pointed out that there 
might be some overlapping in consequence 
of the return of some of the troops 
before we were in a position to disem- 
body the Militia ; but even with that we 
shall be in great straits when the camping 
season comes to an end. We have 50,000 
more men in this country than we can 
'accommodate in barracks. Therefore it 
is necessary to increase the estimate for 
hutting in order to provide against over- 
lapping. That is one of those services 
which it is rather hard to characterise 
accurately. Ina sense it is part of the 
emergency scheme for home defence, 
because it provides accommodation for 
the Militia who have been em- 
bodied this year; but pains have 
been taken to secure a_ pattern 
of hut which will last for some time, and 
which will be available for housing some 
of the permanent increase of the Army ; 
so the charge partakes of the nature of a 
charge arising out of the emergency 
'scheme and also of the nature of a 
charge for the permanent service. I 
‘think the amount is very satisfactorily 
booked to disclose its nature, because, as 
the first part was put as an emergency 
charge in the Estimates of the year, I 
consider this part may be put as a per- 
|manent charge. Then in this Estimate 
| there are three other services of a per- 
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manent nature. The Committee will| of infantry. That included, as I was 
recollect that in the case of the careful to state at the time, a sum of 
Loans Bill of last year, in deference to £48,000 to enable us to begin setting up 
views which were expressed, I put the store-houses in different parts of the 
schedule into the Act. I first submitted United Kingdom, because it was the in- 
it as a Parliamentary Paper, but was tention of the Government to provide 
asked to put it into the Act. That being in larger quantities fixed reserves of stores, 
so, it is impossible to begin a new service the cause of that being that it would not 
without coming to this House for any longer be prudent, or indeed possible, 
Parliamentary sanction. There is one to pile them up at Pimlico or Woolwich, 
service I recommend with some con- and that it was desirabletodistribute them 
fidence to the Committee, and that atappropriateplacesthroughout the United 
is for barracks at Khartoum. Sir Kingdom. In that Estimate we took 
Francis Wingate has recommended £10,000 to purchase some of the articles 
that it is necessary to have a battalion which are to be put in the store-houses. 
at Khartoum not only for the health of But that sum gives no indication of the 
our troops, but also for the effect on the size of our operations, because of a fact 
country we have recently settled, and which I think I can easily explain. In 
that it is wise to build permanent barracks the Estimates for the year we took 
and unwise to put up huts or tents as £750,000 to provide the Volunteer 
having a tendency to show we had come artillery with 4:7 guns. The whole of 
to stay. Therefore in this Estimate we that provision cannot be got before next 
are asking for £35,000 for barracks at year, and there will be a balance available 
Khartoum ; and we are also asking for which will enable us to lose no time in 
£15,000 for barracks av Mauritius. Hon. obtaining so much of these stores before 
Members may remember that when I the end of February. ‘Therefore I am 
introduced the Estimates of the year I perfectly frank with the Committee. We 
said there was to be a new foreign roster have come to ask the Committee to con- 
on asmall scale for the Indian Army. firm the sanction which it has indeed 
They were to raise two more battalions given by passing the sum of £48,000 in 
than they needed for India in order to the Estimates of the year. 

provide a garrison for Mauritius. Then 

we take £10,000 in order that the men Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the hon. 
of the Reserve may receive 6d. instead of (Gentleman give the nature of the stores ? 
4d. a day in consequence of the heavier 

obligations placed upon them. Thus in) Mr. WYNDHAM: That is a matter I 
this Estimate we are taking £560,000 for shall now deal with. It is one of very 
the permanent services which have great importance. Perhaps in reply to 
nothing to do with the war at all, that question which has been put to me I 
£500,000 for the emergency scheme, may ask the Committee to consider what 
more or less, £7,440,000 for the war in we mean by reserve of stores. We do 
South Africa, and £3,000,000 for China. not mean mobilisation stores. A confu- 
I must apologise to the Committee sion is often entertained upon that sub- 
for having to ask it to follow ject We have had in this country for 
me in these intricate figures. The many years past a complete mobilisation 
£560,000 includes a small sum for a equipment for a large foree—two army 
very important service; and, if sanctioned corps. By a reserve of stores you mean 
by the Committee, will commit this House something more than that. You mean a 
—as far as one House of Commons can reserve of stores which will enable an 
commit another—to heavy expenditurein army once in the field to remain there 
the future. Perhaps I may be allowed without throwing an undue tax on the 
to lead up to that by completing, in productive powers of the ordnance fac- 
respect of the permanent increase, the | tories or trade. By a reserve of stores 
task I have undertaken as regards direct | you mean you will have a fixed amount 
and indirect charges. In February’s | of these various articles, munitions of war 
Supplementary Estimate, the Committee | and clothing, and maintain them at that 
voted £20,000 towards the permanent in-| fixed rate. That can be done by treating 
crease of artillery. In the War Estimates | such a reserve as you treat a cistern or a 
of the year we voted £1,925,000 towards | reservoir. What you take out at one end 
the permanent increase of four battalions | you must put in at the other. That is 
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very necessary, because there are two | 
General of Ordnance and those who serve 


very difficult factors in the problem of pro- 
viding reserves of stores for a military 
force. Perishability is the first. It is no 
use piling up stores and saying you will 
leave them there for ten or fifteen years. 
It varies in respect of different articles. 
Saddlery or harness will remain of value 
for a very much longer period, for ex- 
ample, than clothing. Another difficult 
factor in arriving at any policy of reserve 
stores is the expansibility of output of 
manufacture, whether at the ordnance 
factories or throughout the trade of the 
country. I know it has been said outside 
these walls that the Government are to 
blame for not having solved this pro- 
blem more swiftly and at an earlier date. 
Is that a reasonable complaint ? During 
several years, from 1895, the Government, 
with the assistance and support of the 
House, have been slowly and with difti- 
culty increasing the establishment of our 
Army, and before there was any idea we 
were to go to war. Would it have 
been economical or sensible to pile up 
arms by nine battalions of infantry and 
sixteen batteries of artillery before the 
outbreak of the war, and before there was 
any idea that we were about to go to war ? 
Would it have been economical or sensible 
to pile up clothing and equipment and 
great reserves of stores for a force which 
was not then in existence, but which we 
were seeking to create under circum- 
stances of great difficulty, because raising 
the establishment in this country is a 
ditticult thing, owing to the fact that 
recruiting varies from year to year? To 
plunge, without consideration, into the 
purchase of reserves of stores before you 
had reached the standard you proposed to 
yourself for the establishment of your 
Army would have been a thing no 
Government could have defended before 
the Committee. At the beginning of 
1899 we were within measurable distance 
of reaching this standard in the establish- 
ment of the Army. The House has 
sanctioned since 1895 25,508 additional 


men; and when we arrived at the 
standard we  proposed—namely, one 
which would enable us to mobilise 


two army corps—General Brackenbury 
became Director General of Ordnance. 
It became necessary to solve with every 
possible accuracy the question of perish- 


ability of material and the output of | 


ordnance factories. A Committee was ap- 
pointed which heard evidence not only 


Mr. Wyndh vm. 
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from the contractors and the Director 


under him, but also from very nearly all 
the principal manufacturers in this coun- 
try ;so we had before us evidence which 
had to be sifted and examined if we were 
to hope for any proper solution of this 
very difficult problem of providing a re- 
serve of stores. We propose to complete 
the equipment for horse artillery, field 
and siege artillery, and to increase the 
reserve of ammunition for these guns. 
The calculations have been made for the 
addition to the establishment of the Army 
of something like 25,000 men. There 
will be complete equipment for the 
artillery aad a reserve of one battery 
to every four on the establishment. 
There will be machine guns for the 
infantry battalions and a_ reserve of 


25 per cent. of guns and _ carriages. 
Now I come to the ordnance stores. 


What are they? The accoutrements, 
saddlery and harness, and al] that is 
necessary for an army in the field. That 
has been calculated on the basis that we 
should have a reserve sufficient to main- 
tain in the field for six months a force of 
three army corps, or 135,000 men. We 
might have an outbreak cf influenza ina 
cavalry regiment, and the whole of the 
harness might become infected. | Where, 
therefore, certain stores are subjected to 
higher risk, a higher rate of reserve has 
been calculated, and in respect of the 
ordnance stores for the force I have 
named a reserve will be provided for the 
whole establishment. As to clothing, 
the reserve is calculated on the basis that 
there should be sufticient to put into the 
field and maintain for six months in 
the field the foree I have named, and 
beyond that there should be a reserve ot 
six months clothing for the whole Army 
asa working margin, since the clothing is 
to be distributed at many different places. 
It is not possible-to secure a reserve of 
clothing unless you can secure uni- 
formity in clothing, and that is why the 
Government have come to the conclusion 
that the British Army will have to have 
one working dress for all branches and 
regiments of the service. Until it was 
possible to do that, and it has been found 
possible only owing to this war, it would 
have been insanity to pile up reserves of 
clothing of a pattern which no army would 
under any conceivable circumstances 
put on when it was called upon to fight. 
| 1 think that is all I need say about this 
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With certain not very 


large alterations we have made in the | 


{27 Juty 1900} (Supplementary) Estimate. 


{ 


| 


Arsenal, in the way of shifting the. 


“danger” buildings away from the other 
sheds and so forth, the total provision for 
these reserves of stores would come to 
something like £4,692,711. I would like 
the Committee to concentrate their atten- 
tion on this question of the reserve of 
stores—ordnance stores and clothing— 
for a force of the size which I have 
named. Naturally we cannot spend that 
sum all at once. It will take some three 
years to spend a sum of that magnitude. 
But in this Vote and in the grant of 
money allocated for 4:7 guns, which can- 


not be spent before February, we have | 


enough to push ahead at a very rapid 
rate ; and we intend to push ahead at a 


very rapid rate unless the Committee | 


should refuse us Parliamentary sanction. 
[ cannot expect such a vote from this 
Committee. Weare often urged to fix 
responsibility upon individuals or upon 
bodies. It is very easy to fix responsi- 
bility here. The Director General of 
Ordnance, who has made his calculations 
and submitted them, is not responsible if 
they are rejected. The Army Board and 
the Commander-in-Chief, who have en- 
dorsed them, are not responsible; the 
Secretary of State who submitted them to 
the Exchequer is not responsible ; and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who has 
most liberally undertaken to make the 
necessary provision, can never be held 
responsible. The only people who will 
be held responsible if this policy is not 
endorsed is the Committee of this House. 
I do submit to the Committee that it 
should endorse the liberal policy of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. It is true 
that one Parliament cannot bind another. 
But I ask the Committee to treat the 
Army in this matter as well as it treats 
the Navy. The Navy is allowed by Votes 
upon Estimates to begin services which 
cannot be completed until after a period 
of years. How can we expect the manu- 
facturers of this country to fix their plant 
and their staff at a number which will 
supply the needs of the Empire in time 
of crisis unless we can go to them with 
some continuous policy ? Are we to force 
them in the future 
them in the past to look not to the needs 


as we have forced | 


of their own Empire, but to adventitious | 


orders from South American Republics or 
barbarous States? That is the question. 


Unless you provide for the expansibility | 
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of output in a trade when the day of 
national crises comes this country will be 
unprepared. I respectfully submit this 
proposal in addition to the Estimates, 
and I trust the Committee will unani- 
mously endorse the policy which has been 
adopted by the Government. I beg to 
move. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKi (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : The hon. Member 
the Under Secretary of State for War is 
such a favourite with the House that I 
am sure the Committee will welcome him 
in a new character. He has spoken 
to-night so exclusively upon finance that 
[almost thought I was listening to the 
annual Budget speech, and I am sure if 
in course of time the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer desires to change his office for 
another, we should find in the hon. Mem- 
ber a fit successor. The hon. Gentleman 
suggested that we should concentrate our 
attention especially on the question of the 
reserves of warlike stores. There cer- 
tainly can be no one in the House who 
attaches greater importance than I do to 
the arrangements for a proper reserve of 
warlike stores ; but we shall have all next 
week in which hon. Members who are 
greatly interested in finance will be able 
to discuss the financial aspects of the pro- 
posals now before the House, whereas 
to-night is the only opportunity we shall 
have during this session for discussing 
military problems, and to-night is the 
proper occasion for so doing. The hon. 
Member, in his very lucid statement, was 
guilty of a few omissions, although, of 
course, he said he would be glad to deal 
with any questions which might arise in 
the course of the debate. I ventured to 
ask him across the House whether 
there were any savings upon several 
of the heads upon which money was 
taken in connection with the emergency 
proposals at the beginning of the present 
war, because the War Office, like the 
Admiralty, has the power to divert, with 
the leave of the Treasury, savings from 
one head to another, and money which we 
have voted for one purpose may be 
devoted to another. 


Mr. WYNDHAM was understood to 
say that he referred to one case of that 
character. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I asked espe- 
cially with regard to the statement the hon. 
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Member made as to an excess of £500,000 
on the emergency Volunteer proposal. But 
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has there not been a large saving on that | 
head in respect of the Royal Reserve | 


battalions? Has anything like the amount 
voted by this Committee at the beginning 
of the year been spent for the pay and 
other expenses of the Royal Reserve 
battalions ? The hon. Gentleman appeared 
to draw some distinction between the 
proposals which the Government make 
to the Committee and the proposals which 
the Committee agree to. He told us that 
the responsibility in these matters did not 
lie with the Commander-in-Chief or even 
with the Secretary of State, but with the 
Committee of the House of Commons. 
Our complaint in the past has always 
been—and [ think with truth—that while 
the Committee of this House was willing 
to granc all that was asked for, and never 
refused anything that was asked for 
by the responsible Government for the 
safety of the country, the proposals 
made by the Government were often 
inadequate. I desire to ask also whether 
the hon. Member can give us to-night 
some information a little more definite 
and a little more reassuring than the 
perfunctory answers which have been 
given in both Houses with regard to the 
condition in which the Royal Reserve 
battalions have stood. We have eyes 
ourselves, and many Members have looked 
at these things for themselves, and seen 
the Royal Reserve battalions in Ireland, 
at Aldershot, and in London. <A very 
large proportion of the men were left to 
loaf, they were not supplied with clothing 
or arms, and they were not in a condition 
to do their work or to help in the ordi- 
nary drill. These notorious facts have 
not been admitted with the frankness 
with which they might have been. We 
are all familiar with the well-known case 
of an Irish cavalry Reserve regiment which 
was leftuntil Junewithout any of theneces- 
saries of a cavalry regiment, so that drill 
was impossible. These occurrences have 
proved the wisdom of hon. Members who 
expressed grave doubts as to this Royal 
Reserve battalion system for which we 
voted so enormous a sum of money in the 
original Estimates of the year. Another 
point upon which the hon. Member has 
not, I think, been frank with the House, 
but with which I have no doubt he will 
deal later on, is the question of the Army 
Medical Department. There is an 


enormous Vote here for that Department, 
Sir Charles Ditke. 


{COMMONS} 


‘but the hon. Member has not said one 
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word with regard to it. Considering the 
interest taken by the House lately in this 
subject, I think he ought to have ex- 
plained to us what proportion of the 
Vote is for China, what proportion is for 
South Africa, and to what the South 
African proportion is intended to be 
devoted. It is easy for the Com- 
mittee to vote large sums of money 
forthe Army Medical Department, but 
the utility of voting those sums and the 
possibility by their means of coping 
with difficulties such as have recently 
arisen is another matter. There is no 
ground for wandering about the world in 
search of the actual facts. The facts are 
now officially admitted. It is admitted 
that in recent operations the Army 
Medical Department transport has been 
cut down to one-fifth of the regulation 
allowance, and under these circumstances 
the scandals which have arisen have been 
but the necessary result of the course 
which was taken—a course which had 
never previously been taken by the great 
military nations, and which has not been 
taken even under circumstances of the 
most extreme pressure by Germany. 
Another point to which the hon. Gentle- 
man omitted to allude is the question of 
the additional gratuities which may have 
to be given. I do not know whether 
money is being taken for that purpose or 
not, but the Government are pledged by 
the statement they made after the 
unanimous vote of this House on the sub- 
ject to do their utmost in the direction of 
an extension to the Army of the principles 
of the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 
The Government said they could not 
carry out the actual terms of the resolu- 
tion, but they promised to act in that 
direction, and to make a very consider- 
able increase of the allowances, especially 
to the widow in cases of death. There is 
another matter which the hon. Gentle- 
man has not mentioned except incident- 
ally. He is taking money on this Vote 
for transport to take the white forces 
back to India, but he has not told us at 
what date the Government hope to re- 
store those troops to India. At the be- 
ginning of the war the Government 
pledged themselves that it would be the 
first duty to replace the white forces. I 
understand that that arrangement con- 
tinues, and therefore, as troops are with- 
drawn from Africa as occasion arises, the 
Indian forces will be the first to be with- 
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drawn. But the objections which many 
of us entertained to drawing so largely 
upon India continue ; they have not lost 
force in the time which has elapsed. The 
state of things on the Afghan frontier, for 
instance, is not such at the present time 
as to permit with safety such a great 
diminution of white troops in India as 
has taken place in connection with this 
war. The hon. Gentleman made a very 
interesting statement to the Committee 
with regard to one item in the accounts 
he has placed before us concerning the 
rolling stock. I understand that this 
rolling stock is to take the place of rolling 
stock which may have been worn during 
the war. There is a fact in connection 
with that which I think is not well known 
to the Committee—namely, that we have 
paid throughout this war the fare of every 
soldier or horse conveyed by the Cape 
Railway. No soldier has been allowed to 
be moved, even under the most pressing 
circumstances, in the course of the mili- 
tary operations without the money being 
paid, so that this wear and tear of rolling 
stock has already been paid for, and it 
may be 
replacing this rolling stock we are 
paying twice over on this point. 
The hon. Gentleman has deprecated the 
raising of questions of strategy during the 
war, and he has repeated what he said in 
the earlier part of the session as to the un- 
wisdom of debating such subjects during 
the progress of the war. But I would 
point out that this is the only occasion we 
shall have for asking questions and call- 
ing attention to certain matters as to 
which we have no knowledge at the pre- 
sent time, although such knowledge 
necessarily bears upon the future re- 
organisation of the Army. They are 
matters upon which we cannot press for 
knowledge at any given moment, but we 
must point out the danger there is, if 
we leave these matters entirely in the 
hands of the Government, that that 
moment may never come. Jn the first 
debate on this subject in the present 
session some of us called attention to 
the successive checks and reverses, in 
many of which we have left prisoners 
in the hands of the enemy. Frequent 
questions have been put about them in 
the House. This war has been marked, as 
everybody knows, ina most extraordinary 
and entirely unprecedented degree, as far 
as the British Army is concerned, by the 
frequency of surrenders of small posts 
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urged after the war that in, 
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|and unwounded prisoners. When we 
called attention to these matters in 
February last there had been two 
| armoured trains, with two guns and 100 
men; 300 men of the 18th Hussars and 
‘mounted infantry were captured after 
Glencoe ; six companies were taken at 
| Nicholson’s Nek; then there was Far- 
'quhar’s Farm. There was also the 
Stormberg reverse, with the loss of two 
guns and over 600 men ; and there were 
the operations of Lord Methuen and 
Sir Redvers Buller, who lost eleven guns 
and 800 men, besides the disaster to the 
Suffolks. The same thing has continued 
since, and there is a necessity that at 
some time or another we should know, 
for the sake of the future training and 
recruiting of the Army, where the blame: 
‘is to be fixed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Hear, hear! 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The greatest 


writer who has written on military ques- 
tions has said— 

“ Artillery and prisoners are at all times 
regarded as the true trophies of victory as well 
as its measure, because through these things 
its extent is declared beyond a doubt. Even 
the degree of moral superiority may be better 
judged by them than by any other relation.” 


During this war we have in an extraordi- 
nary number of cases lost unwounded 
prisoners to the enemy, which must be 
| the result of the grossest mismanagement, 
or must bear essentially on our system of 
recruiting. We have also failed to 
capture the guns of the enemy in the 
same degree as they have captured ours,. 
which shows a defect in the conduct 
of the operations of our cavalry. On the 
10th Mayt a Conservative Member of 
this House asked a question which led to 
an exchange of views upon this subject 
across the floor of the House, which was 
considered thoroughly satisfactory at the 
time, but which seems to have become a 
little weak ever since. Ina question on, 
the 10th May, as in a question to-night,. 
reference was made to previous cases of 
surrender, and the hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary said that by the Queen’s 
regulations a court of inquiry in every 
case would be held as soon as possible 
after the return of the prisoners to duty. 
In that case the Under Secretary 
answered “yes,” but in answer to 

+ See The Parliamentary Debates, Vol.. 
_ Ixxxii., page 1,239. 
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a similar question to-night he has 
been less clear. He has _ stated 


that some sort of inquiry is to be held, | 
but I begin to fear that unless the Com- 
mittee presses the Government we have 
no security that these matters will really 
be probed to the bottom at some time. 
These prisoners returned to their duty in 
June. In answer to a question as toa 
particular surrender of Yeomanry, the 
Under Secretary said that an inquiry 
could not be held because the prisoners 
had not been recovered. In the case of 
the vast majority of prisoners at Pre- 
toria they returned to duty and had 
been employed in war since. Some of 
them had been captured again, not by their 
own fault, but because they were armed 
with an inferior rifle. On the 10th May 
last the Under Secretary was asked what 
form the inquiry would take, and he used 
these words— 

“In the first instance the inquiry will be 

by the Commander-in-Chief at the theatre of 
war. 
I confess I gathered from that that the 
matter would afterwards be reviewed. by 
the Government, and thecountry would be 
informed of the result, if it was thought 
safe, in orderthat wemight have that know- 
ledge which has so essential a bearing 
upon the training of the Army. Instead 
of using the words “in the first instance” 
and “at the end of the war,” which 
were used on the 10th May, they have 
assumed that some sort of inquiry may 
have been held without anybody knowing 
anything about it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The right hon. 
4sentleman misunderstands the nature of 
my answers. My answer to-day was 
that we have not the informatigpn. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: I only want 


to enforce the necessity of having this 
information at some time or other. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Hear, hear ! 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: We do not 
want to worry Lord Roberts and inter- 


{COMMONS} 
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everything already because there had 
been no censorship of letters. | He spoke 
of the correspondence, and when some- 
body asked him a question about censor- 
ship he said there was no censorship of 
letters. But surely the right hon. Gentle- 
man is aware that in many parts of the 
theatre of war there has been a very 
strict censorship of letters. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There was a cen- 
sorship of letters for a time; but since 
February there has been no censorship at 
all of press letters from the front. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: There wasa 
censorship on letters from Ladysmith till 
February, at any rate ; and while every- 
body knew exactly what happened at 
Nicholson’s Nek on “mournful Monday,” 
no one knows what happened on the same 
day at Farquhar’s Farm, simply because 
of the censorship. We know that the 
troops were afterwards shut up in Lady- 
smith, and during the siege every letter 
had to be posted open. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Were the letters 


of the late Mr. Steevens censored ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Experienced 
correspondents like the late Mr. Steevens 
and Mr. Bennett Burleigh knew what they 
might write at a given time. But all 
letters were posted open during the siege 
of Ladysmith, and consequently they 
were read by the censor, and passages 
were struck out. I donot pretend to say 
that that was an improper practice in a 
besieged town, but that throws greater 
responsibility upon us at a later stage to 
| see that these lessons are not lost, and 
that we should face the facts. Some of 
‘the facts did get out. A very admirable 
| letter appeared in the Calcutta Englishman 
(on 24th April after the censorship had 
| been removed. Alluding to what passed 
|}at Farquhar’s Farm on “mournful Mon- 
| day ” the Calcutta Englishman says— 

_ “One cannot speak too strongly on the sub- 
| ject. To remain silent after our 
experiences in South Africa is to court a 
national disaster.” 





fere with his discretion in any way, but | 
we do want to be quite certain that sooner | I should not quote those words unless I 
or later we shall have these facts before | entirely agreed with them, and I make 
us. The Leader of the House the other | that statement after having seen several 
day, in the course of the debate, appeared | officers who share my view, and after 
to think that substantially no great harm | having had the advantage of reading the 
had been done by the censorship, and he | letters of two officers concerned in these 
seemed to think that the country knew operations, who were afterwards killed, 


Str Charles Dilke. 











154 


and 
Wh 
whi 
in 
trut 
upo 
the 
case 
poss 
a ee 
pris 
the 
staff 
troo 
of nN 
with 
matt 
failu 
adm: 
that 
it w: 
Engi 
hapy 
Seer 
with 
whic 
said 
Since 
there 
kind 
in Fe 
tions 
or § 
loss 
The 3 
way | 
kept 
be gi 
matic 
tion 
Cross 
for ec 
of the 
on th 
shoul 
such 
scouti 
have 
Then 
men ; 
Bethu 
also t] 
Warr¢ 
allude 
Charlk 
been £ 
had ar 
an offi 
it—] ; 
accord 
pointn 


VO) 





44 


1ad 
ke 
ne- 
:or- 

of 
tle- 
the 
ery 


en- 
nce 
) at 


AS a 
till 
er'y- 
at 
ay,” 
ame 
use 
the 
udy- 
tter 


ters 


need 
vens 
they 
t all 
slege 
they 
ages 
p say 
in a 
ater 
ve to 
and 
1e of 
rable 
hman 

had 
assed 
Mon- 


e sub- 
r our 
yurt a 


less I 
make 
veral 

after 
ig the 
these 
cilled, 











1545 Supply— Army {27 Juty 1900} (Supplementary) Estimate. 1546 


and whose letters have come home since. ; Sir Charles Warren was probably em- 
What occurred there is a matter! ployed in South Africa on the strength of 
which it is essential to investigate | his successful Bechuanaland Expedition. 
in order that we should know the) But that was an expedition in which not 
truth, for it has an essential bearing | a shot was fired, and the surprise of Sir 
upon the training and the recruiting of | Charles Warren in May is a matter which 
the Army ; and further, it is one of those | deserves inquiry. Then there was the 
cases which, if not kept in view, might surrender in June on two occasions of 
possibly escape attention, because it is not | Yeomanry, alluded to to-night in the 
a case of the surrender of unwounded | question of the hon. Member for Wands- 


prisoners. These facts bear not only upon worth. Then, also in June, there was a 
convoy with 160 Highlanders and the sur- 


the general training of the officers and 
staff, but also upon the power of handling | render of the Derbyshire Militia—a sur- 
render which seems to me to reflect great 


troops of all arms and upon the necessity 
of not isolating detachments of infantry | discredit upon someone concerned with 
the staff arrangements there. To send a 


without any guns or cavalry. Upon such | 

matters as scouting and entrenching, the | regiment of Militia by themselves without 
failure of our troops has been officially | guns to occupy a position in face of an 
admitted. The House will remember active enemy seems to me really to court 
that at Spion Kop in order to entrench | disaster. A matter of this kind, which 
it was necessary to send for the Royal | is almost without precedent, does seem to 
Engineers—a thing which could not have} me to require attention. On the 14th 
happened in any other Army. The Under | June there was the most distressful inci- 
Secretary was asked to-night a question | dent of all, because it led to a repetition 
with regard to the great loss of prisoners | at Pretoria of those hardships which had 
which has continued since the war was | been experienced by the army at Bloem- 
said to have come virtually to an end.|fontein. We all know what the hard- 
Since our last discussion upon the subject | ships at Bloemfontein have been, and they 
there have been constant instances of this | have been repeated at Pretoria. I do not 
kind There was a surrender of convoys | say they have been repeated in all their 
in February and in March, and the opera- | incidents, but repeated as regards lack of 
tions of the 31st March at Koorn Spruit | food and extreme pressure and_ strain. 
or Sanna’s Post, which resulted in the | The incident I refer to is the capture of 
loss of seven guns and over 400 men. | the mail train and sixty men on the 14th 
The incident at Sanna’s Post shows the} June, when there was a destruction of an 
way in which, unless constant pressure is | immense amount of ammunition, of the 
kept up here, information is forgotten to | whole of the mails for a very long period, 
be given. We have had very full infor-| and of the warm clothing of the men. 
mation with regard to the successful por- I imagine that money was also captured 
tion of that operation; four Victoria | on that occasion, because it is undoubtedly 
Crosses have been most properly given the case that the troops at Pretoria went 
for conspicuous gallantry, and the account | without their pay for some time, which is 
of that gallantry is rightly given. But, | most unusual in the British Army. Then 
on the other hand, it is necessary that we | in July came Nitral’s Nek. The affair at 
should know how it came that there was | Nitral’s Nek is a very remarkable occur- 
such an extraordinary deficiency of | rence of a wholly different kind from 
scouting and military knowledge as to| others we have known. The case of 
have led to so unprecedented a result. | Nitral’s Nek is almost the only one in 
Then there was Reddersburg and 400 which there was a detachment of all arms 
men; in May there was a squadron of | captured. There were a squadron of 
Bethune’s Horse with a Maxim; in May | cavalry, two guns, Royal Horse Artillery, 
also there was the surprise of Sir Charles|a number of mounted infantry, and a 
Warren—a surprise which cannot be | number of infantry in this surrender. The 
alluded to without remembering that Sir | two last incidents, about which at present 
Charles Warren was an officer who had| we know nothing, are the surrender 
been given high command without having | of the supply train with 100 men and 
had any recent military experience, and | the surrender of another supply train with 
an officer in a position so high that I take | 200 Welsh Fusiliers. This is a distress- 
it—I am not sure of this, but I take it in | ingeatalogue, but it is a catalogue to which 
accordance with precedent—that his ap- | we must not shut our eyes. It is a cata- 
pointment was a Cabinet appointment. logue known in every country in the 
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world, and written about by every military 
writer in the world. The facts must he 
fully inquired into; they must not be 
hid ; their bearing on the character of the 
training of our Army must be ascertained. 
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{COMMONS} 


The only point as to which at the present 


moment I should like to ask a question, 
arising out of the recent surrenders, con- 
cerns the horses—the remounts. The 
Under Secretary made a very full state- 
ment with regard to the responsibility of 
the Government in the matter of remounts 
some months ago. While 
doubtedly most difficult to get horses up 
to Bloemfontein when there was great 
trouble on the lines of communication, 
and while now it may be very difficult to 
get horses up to Pretoria—I believe that 
at this moment the cavalry and mounted 
infantry at Pretoria have only one-fourth 
of their proper number of horses—it 
would seem on the face of things that 
there ought now to be no difficulty in 
having a full supply in the Orange River 
Colony. Yet, if there had been a full 
supply in the Orange River Colony, it 
would not have been necessary to send 
the Derbyshire Militia without guns and 
without cavalry, and probably — the 
disasters on the lines of communication 
would have been avoided. I should like 
information on that point. The foreign 
writers who have written on these sur- 
renders have not, as a rule, been unpre- 
judiced men; and they have not in all 
cases been the best men in their various 
services, but there have been among them 
two men of very considerable standing, 
one of whom, General Von Blume, is 
peculiarly competent to write on the 
subject. He was  Moltke’s second 
assistant, he was an _ assistant in 
strategy, he wrote a great book on 
the operations of the German army 
from Sedan, and he has written recently 
the greatest of modern books on strategy. 
General Von Blume has answered conclu- 
sively what he calls “the conventional 
lie” that these troubles of ours have been 
due to new conditions of warfare. He 
points out the reasons which induce him 
to believe that every difficulty could have 
been foreseen, that there was nothing we 
ought not to have expected, and that the 
mistakes which have been made, and have 
had the results I have described, have 


it was un-| 
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told the truth in regard to these matters 
before interest in them has gone we shall 
be able to take the lessons to our hearts. 
There need be no asperity between the 
War Office and its critics upon these sub- 
jects. One of the great testimonies to 
the ability of the Under Secretary of 
State for War is the fact that, while we 
may have our differences with his Secre- 
tary of State, when he speaks in this 
House we are always inclined to believe 
that he really agrees with us beforehand, 
and that we should be in a better position 
if he had his way. I do not know whether 
that is so or not, but he gives us that 
impression, and we always speak with the 
feeling that we are speaking to one of our- 
selves. Ido not wish to attack him in 
any way ; we are all anxious to train the 
Army for war. We believe that the 
Army has not been properly trained for 
war in the past, and I doubt myself 
whether it is being properly so trained at 
the present moment at Aldershot Camp. 
I am bound to say from what I have 
heard from far better authorities than I 
can pretend to be that I very much doubt 
whether the training at Aldershot Camp 
even in this critical year has been of a 
nature really to prepare the Army for 
war. We are all determined that the 
training should be better in the future. 
After Lord Roberts and the men who 
have been of the most assistance to him 
on the staff have come home we shall be 
able to back them in any efforts they 
may make for improving the training of 
the Army for war ; but we shall back them 
only if we have full knowledge, not if we 
are left in a condition of ignorance. I 
have two practical suggestions to throw 
out on that subject. I hope Lord Roberts 
will not be employed upon civil duty and 
so kept from giving us the full benefit of 
the enormous knowledge and the experi 
ence he has acquired with regard to the 
training of the British Army, but that he 


“may be asked by the Government to 


' 


been mistakes on immutable and_per- | 


manent principles, and not because of any- 
thing new or peculiar in the present war. 
We are a military nation and have the 
military spirit, and I believe if we are 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


( 


write a general Report upon the points in 
regard to which hethinksthe war has shown 
defects in the training and constitution 
of our Army and the respects in which 
he thinks it may be improved—how and 
why. In addition to that I hope the 
Government will propose to the House— 
which never refuses, as the Under Secre 
tary seemed to think it might, the pro- 
posals of the War Office—a large contri- 
bution to the expenses of the Intelligence 
Department for a military history of the 
war. This work cannot be undertaken 
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on the funds at present allocated ; it | interest more than another it is in what 
cannot be done rapidly until there is a his generals and officers are doing ; and 


special Vote for the purpose. I would 
suggest there should be a Vote of £10,000 
for the purpose of doing that which no 
private individual can do—of making, 
with full knowledge, a historv of the war 
as sound and as frank as the Prussian 
official history of the war of 1870-71—a 
history brought out rapidly instead of 
years afterwards, when all interest in the 
subject has evaporated except to students. 
I believe such a work would do much 
towards bringing about the end we all 
desire—namely, that at the termination 
of the war we should not lose the whole 
of the benefit of its lessons in mere 
congratulation. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, $.E.): I desire 
to call attention very briefly to the re- 
markable policy of concealment adopted 
by the Government in reference to one 
or two very important matters at the 
seat of war during the last few months. 
I altogether fail to understand a policy 
which, to my mind, is Chinese and 
ostrich-like, and which, while making un- 
popular in the country a Government 
which, in my opinion, deserves the sup- 
port of the nation, is doing no good 
whatever. I have heard of people 
running their heads against brick walls, 
but until now I never knew people to 
erect the brick wall to run their heads 
against as the War Office have done in 
this particular matter. The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Donegal, a little while 
ago, put a question to the Under Secre- 
tary for War in reference to one of 
these occurrences to which reference 
has been made, and he was told that 
no information was available. I, with 
some temerity perhaps, ventured to put a 
supplementary question to the hon. 
Gentleman, and was told that nobody 
knew the circumstances of the case 
except the Commander-in-Chief and the 


headquarters staff. That showed at 
once to my mind how badly the 


hon. Gentleman is served by his friends 
and subordinates. Everybody who 
knows anything about a camp knows 
that it is the home of all sorts of 
rumours and stories ; it is impossible to 
conceal anything in a camp ; and yet we 
are told that the hundreds of thousands 
of men in South Africa do not know 
what I know to be common knowledge. 
If there is one thing in which the British 
private soldier takes the keenest possible 


the hon. Gentleman takes up a consider- 
able portion of his speech with references 
to the question of stores and equipment ! 
That very question makes me very doubt- 
ful as to the possibility of the Army or 
the War Office being reformed within any 
reasonable time by the present Secretary 
for War. What did the Secretary for 
War tell the country the other day? He 
said that the stores and equipment were 
not sufficiently maintained. Again, he 
said three months ago at a public meeting 
that he was struck by the fact that there 
was a considerable deficiency, amounting 
to four and a half millions. This is a 
gentleman who is no irresponsible critic. 
He has been at the War Office for five 
years, and has been able to do absolutely 
what he liked. When he took up the 
fiddle, the rest had to dance to his music 
until he had finished. And he comes to 
Parliament at the eleventh hour and says 
that he is aware that the stores and 
equipment are deficient! How can we 
expect anything from a statesman, the 
Secretary for War, who is so absolutely 
unprepared for circumstances which must 
occur, as Lord Lansdowne has shown him- 
self to be in this matter? The Under 
Secretary for War told us about the 
system, and he said he hoped in future to 
put as much into the system of reserve 
stores and equipments as he took out of 
it. It is common knowledge that that 
ought to have been done during the last 
six years, and not to have thought of it. 
at the last moment. To the Secretary for 
War, and those higher than he, we look 
for the reorganisation of the War Office. 
The noble Marquess the head of the 
Government told us the other day that 
the defence of the country was not the 
business of the War Office, and he pro- 
posed to hand it over to the Grand 
Councillors of the Primrose League. 
Then we were told that Lord Lansdowne 
proposed to wait till these distinguished 
soldiers came back from South Africa. 
But what do these distinguished soldiers 
know of the War Office and its reorgani- 
sation? They are not bureaucrats ; they 
are soldiers. They know nothing about 
the distribution of clerks in Pall Mall. 
It is not to the soldiers, who do not know 
that these misfortunes have come upon 
us owing to the disorganisation of the 
War Office, that we should look for re- 
organisation. Anyone who wants to 
know what is wrong with the War Office, 
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and what we ought to do, need not wait 
till these soldiers, distinguished or un- 
distinguished, come home. All he has 
got to do is to read the Report of the 
Hartington Commission, and then take 
up the Report of the Committee presided 
over by the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs of three years ago, and he will 
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see that it is absolutely impossible to | 
with an un-) 


have a reformed Army 
reformed War Office. We are told that 
when the Army comes back from South 
Africa we shall be in a position of safety. 


But it is no use living in a fool’s paradise | 


or leaning on a broken reed. The other 
day the Under Secretary for War stated 
that 204,000 men had been sent out 
from this country to South Africa, and 
in addition to these there were 
29,000 colonial irregular troops. Out of 
that total of 233,000 you have to deduct 
28,000 in round numbers who have been 
killed, wounded, are sick or invalided 
home. Then you must deduct 12,000 
more—the Yeomanry, Volunteers, Militia, - 
and Army Reserves, who must return to 
civil life. Then you must further deduct 
the 10,000 men stolen from India, and 
the 15,000 withdrawn from the Mediter- 
ranean, and the permanent garrison to be 
left in South Africa, which the hon. 
Gentleman puts at 45,000. The result 
will be that instead of being, as the 
Secretary for War stated in public 
recently, able to have a_ body of 
160,000 trained soldiers to do what you 
like with, the whole number of men 
would not amount to more than 30,000. 
We are told about the Reserve battalions, 
some of which, however, have not rifles or 
even belts, and which must be automati- 
cally dissolved in a few months, and 
cannot be sent out of the country, and 
which have cost two millions of money. 
That is not much to fall back upon, 
especially when, after the French Exhibi- 
tion is over, it is possible we must look 
more closely to our defence. I have 
always been unable to understand the 
plans of the War Office as presented to 
this House. The War Office take the 
Reserve and, instead of that body being 
used as a reserve,it is thrown into the 
fighting line. Then the Militia are 
supposed to be for home defence, but they | 
are sent abroad. The Militia Reserve has 
nothing to do with the Militia, but is 
sent as Regulars to duty at Gibraltar and | 
at the home stations. These are among 
the many conundrums propounded at the 
War Office which I fail to understand. 


Major Rasch. 
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Again, when the war is over one plan is 
to take the Reserve elsewhere, leaving 
the Empire to be guarded by an insuffi- 
cient force—as it has been ever since we 
took over Egypt in 1882. Then we are 
told that the ballot for the Militia means 


carrying destruction to every cottage in 


the land and driving the people to emi- 
grate. I think the noble Marquess who 
said that cannot have a very high 
opinion of the patriotism of this country, 
The most sensible plan, in my opinion, 
would be to raise the pay of the Regulars 
and the Militia until we get the right 
sort of men to join. If any gentleman 
desires to know what will ameliorate the 
condition of the soldier and induce him 
to enlist, I recommend him to read an 
excellent article in this morning’s Duily 
News, which used to be considered the 
organ of the Nonconformists and Liberals, 
but has always taken a strong view of 
the Army. There is another course 
which I would like to recommend my- 
self: that is to eviscerate, or rather to 
exterminate, if possible, the whole of 
what Sir George Chesney used to call 
the epitome of organisation run mad in 
Pall Mall—the War Office. I am afraid 
that will not happen in my time. If it 
did, nobody would be more delighted 
than myself, and I would be able to 
sing Nune dimittis. 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN (Mer- 
thyr Tydvil): [ have only one observa- 
tion to make. It is that I have had most 
reliable information that the British 
Minister and all the Ministers in Peking 
were safe on the 24th of this month. 


*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : 
IT take it that my hon. friend the Under 
Secretary for War is in full sympathy 
with the demand for an inquiry into 
events in South Africa; but [ think it 
would be desirable if he gave a really 
distinct, explicit, and binding assurance 
on the part of the Government that 
the inquiry will be taken in hand. I 
entirely agree with the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for Forest of Dean as to 
voting a sum of money for a complete 
history of the war, but [ trust if that is 
done it will not be used as a lever to post- 
pone the inquiry. As I understood my 
hon. friend, the gratuity to the returned 
soldiers is to an average of £5 a head. 
And then he proceeded to say that the 
privates were to receive £5 and officers a 
multiple of £5. I cannot see how that 
would make £5 per unit. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: What I said was! and being prepared to deal with it, and 
that the gratuities were calculated upon | at all events I think it indicates that it is 
a basis of £5 as the unit. That is a| more than probable that next year the 
technical term. The private soldier will | Government intend to proceed on such 
receive £5 and the officers multiples of | lines as to define publicly the amount of 
that sum calculated according totheirrank. | stores that are to be provided. That 

| will be extremely satisfactory. With re- 

*Sir J. COLOMB: Iam glad of that | gard to the distribution of the stores I 
explanation. There is another point| have a word to say. You are still deal- 
which the Government would seriously ing with the question of stores as if you 
have to consider—the principle of the were an island without an empire at all. 
new departure to be made in regard to We are told that you are to have store- 
old age pensions for every man who has | houses in different parts of the United 
fought for Her Majesty. I urge that that Kingdom, and at one place in Ireland. I 
is the principle which ought to be adopted, | do not think it is sufficient at all to localise 
because if the Government comes down all your stores and supplies in the four 
here with a proposal for meeting the | corners of this United Kingdom. I wish 
necessities of the Empire in respect of in. to point out a most important matter. 
ducements to recruits, I cannot see how , My hon. friend has shown that it would 
this question ean be approached withany take so many years of the producing 
chance of success unless one of the in- power we possess to bring up our 
ducements offered to the men is old age store-houses to the standard we ought 
pensions. The only other point I wish to’ to maintain. He calculates it upon 
refer to is in connection with the reserve the amount required for three army 
of stores. I do not think anything shows | corps, and the line of communica- 
more completely that in the past the War tion. But that is only calculated for 
Office has neglected its business than the the forces of the United Kingdom. 
fact that we have had no reserve at all. [t All over the Empire, in any great warwhich 
isto the credit of my hon. friend that the this is supposed to be preparation for, 
Government have at last announced their you would have to place troops. Where 
intention of establishing a system by are your stores to come from? You 
which there will be maintained for the are calculating as if there was nothing 
service of the Empire an adequate pro- outside the United Kingdom at all. 
portion of surplus stores. That I congrat- : 
wlate the Government upon doing. My) Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not feel justi- 
hon. friend to-day pointed ont howessen- fied in going into details in this matter, 
tial this was. We all agreed with his but I can assure the hon. Gentleman that 
desire to bind the House to this prin- it has been considered. 
ciple. I confess 1 wish the Government 
could bind the House a little more like *Sir J. COLOMB: I do not like to 
naval programmes. We have the assurance | see this question treated as if we were 
of the Under Secretary of State for still an island and not an Empire. 
War that the Government intend to A matter that must be looked in the 
establish this system of reserves, but face is the present limitation of your 
these words do not really establish as a productive power for armaments and 
principle of our military organisation the | stores to the United Kingdom only. 
continuance of these. I am sorry that| Has the War Office in its mind that 
they do not eome forward and spread the | we ought to distribute the producing 
money necessary over so many years, and | power ? With your great colonies and 
commit this House to a certain expendi-| great possessions you “mnust extend your 
ture for so many years. [Mr. WyNDHAM | productive power in proportion to your 
signified that was the intention.] I am | | needs. Why is it to be bottled up in 
glad to have that principle accepted, | ‘this island? If you are going to deal 
because otherwise I should be en-' with the future of the E mpire, you must 
tirely dissatisfied, and I should have | look abroad not merely for places to store 
little hope that after the excitement of | supplies, but for places to produce 
this war is over that reserve would be | them. Except i in India, and to a small 
sufficiently maintained. With regard to| extent in Canada, you cannot produce 
stores, equipment, and armaments, the|a cartridge outside the United King- 
War Office and my hon. friend deserve |dom. That is an unsatisfactory position, 
great credit for tackling this necessity ' and it is not consistent with your: exist- 
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ence as an Empire. It is the devolution 
of your producing power and the distri- 
bution of your storage that in these days 
are most important. I for one regard 
the matter as one of great significance. 
We have heard to-day that the War 
Office at last is going to establish a sys- 
tem by which sufficient surplus stores 
will be maintained, but we shall not know 
till next year whether it will become a 
regular system. 
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Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I do not mean to de- 
tain the Committee more than a few 
minutes. I wish at once to say that, as 
far as I am aware, there will be no ob- 
jection to the Vote of money which the 
right hon. Gentleman has demanded. 
Although it is not easy to follow in all 
its details the statement he made in 
his analysis of the military expendi- 
ture, yet I think that, on the whole, 


the country will be satisfied with 
it and with the general estimate 
that he has formed. He laid great 


stress, and very naturally, on, perhaps, 
the most ambitious part of his scheme, 


and that which was most in the way 
of pledging the future—namely, the 


forming of considerable reserve stores. I 
entirely agree with that policy, if it is 
done, of course, as he said, with discretion 
and wisdom. He named one or two for- 
midable considerations that must be taken 
into account—first of all, the question of 
the perishable nature of stores, and then 
the question of the power of manufacture, 
which may vary from year to year almost 
in some cases. There is another point. - 
which I think, perhaps, he includes in the 
term perishable—namely, change of pat- 
tern. That is a very formidable matter, 
and although it is very much at the dis- 
cretion of the military authorities them- 
selves, still they may themselves some- 
times by their own action, and 
very properly and of necessity, render 
comparatively useless a large portion 
of the stores they have obtained. All 
these things make it by no means so easy 
a matter as it would seem to follow out 
the plan which the hon. Gentleman has 
sketched. 
that something in that direction ought to 
be done. The hon. Gentleman direeted 
our attention almost entirely to that side 
of the question—to the financial effect of 
the War Estimates that we have had laid 
before us, and to this question of the 


Sir J. Colomb. 


But I have no doubt at all | 
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But what the 
country is more concerned about just now 
—I agree with the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Forest of Dean in 
that—is as to the war itself and the 
circumstances and events of the war. 
I quite appreciate that it is a 
difficult matter to discuss events of 
that kind in the House of Commons. 
Unfortunately, what we complain of is 
that we have no opportunity of discussion 
and, perhaps, of distinguishing ourselves 
by expressing very summary and _ badly- 
founded opinions regarding matters. As 
representatives of the nation we are at 
least entitled to know what the events 
were. In that respect I think that the 
House of Commons and the public at 
large have never been so badly informed 
as they have been during this war. The 
hon. Member, with regard to the de- 
spatches of which we have spoken so much, 
has been in the habit of answering ques- 
tions in a way that has amazed me. He 
seemed to think that it was a complete 
answer when an hon. Member asked for 
the production of a certain despatch to 
say, “I cannot really, by an answer 
in this House, fetter the discretion 
of the Secretary of State.” But he is the 
Secretary of State so far as this House is 
concerned. He has no raison d’étre here 
except as representing the Secretary of 
State. For him to say that he must 
reserve that for the discretion of the 
Secretary of State, is to say that he 
reserves it for his own discretion. Clearly 
we cannot be put off with such palpable 
fallacy as that. The House of Commons 
is entitled to have the information con- 
tained in the despatches laid before it 
earlier, when it is not positively preju- 
dicial to the public service that it should 
be done. Something has been said as to 
the censorship. I think there are a 
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|great many Members of the House of 


'Commons who 


want to know a little 
more of the censorship. I have often 
said, in speaking on this subject, that I 
recognise the necessity of closing the 
sources of information against our 
enemies, though all the censors we 
have had in operation have not 
been successful in doing that in 
this case. But I think we are to know 
who are the officers who discharge the 
duty of censorship, because they go very 
far beyond military facts and the distri- 
bution of troops. They go into matters 
of opinion. That is a thing which is 
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abhorrent to the people of this country. | 


There are other characteristics, such as 
the blotting out of whole sheets of a news- 
paper. I have seen this process applied 
by this so-called censorship. They were 
on matters of no consequence. I[ have 
known one or two cases where actual 
business messages have been refused for 
transmission on account of the censorship. 
The hon. Gentleman is responsible for 
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{ 


the military censors, although he does | 


not direct their operations, and we should 
like to know who they are, under what 
rules they act, and the nature of their 
instructions. We should also like to 
know whether it is owing to those in- 
structions that their operations have been 
carried to an extent they have never been 
carried before, either in the Crimean War 
or in any other big war. In _ conse- 
quence of that, we are undoubtedly in 
a state of ignorance as to certain out- 
standing events in the campaign with 
which we ought to have been fully ac- 
quainted. Now we are told that there 
will be a great inquiry at the end of the 
war; but the worst of an inquiry at the 
end of a war is that all interest in it has 
evaporated. It was my misfortune to be 
a memberof the Committee which inquired 
into the conduct of the Abyssinian War, 
and it was like sitting on a coroner’s 
inquest on a man who had been dead 
twenty or thirty years to find out 
why he had died. It was very un- 


pleasant, and the. result was posi- 
tively nothing. It was in every way 
disagreeable to the members of the. 


Committee, and of no use whatever 
to the country. We were promised 
at the beginning of the session that 
there should be an inquiry. Hon. 
Members will recall the circumstances 
under which me met. We met under 


the cloud of certain reverses, and there | 


was an idea that there would be a demand 
for an immediate inquiry into the con- 
duct of the campaign, the generals and 
what not. The hon. Gentleman who 
moved the Address used these words— 
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lie on the surface—it is deep seated ; and the 
causes which we have to inquire into, if they 
are temporary and removable, must be inquired 
into with the view to their being removed. 
feel sure that no obstacle will be thrown in 
the way, but that the Government will wel- 
come inquiry in any form which may be 
agreeable to the House, and which will enable 
us to discover the causes of the difficulty and 
to remove them.” 

The hon. Gentleman who moved the 
Address had not been without communica- 
tion with the Government, and these are 
obviously words put into his hand to say, 
because no one would venture to say off 
his own bat that the Government would 
welcome inquiry. He does not doubt it. 
I have not the slightest doubt that the 
Government suggested he should say so. 
That was really and practically a promise 
on the part of the Government. I have 
other quotations here of what took place 
in the House of Lords on a similar occa- 
sion, but I do not think I need quote. 
The hon. Gentleman has assented again 
and again to the demand of the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Forest of Dean 
that an inquiry should be made into all 
the circumstances which he recounted. 
We want to know in what way is this 
inquiry to be conducted. As my right 
hon. friend said, we Go not want the 
military authorities out there to be 
worried about matters of this kind. 
What we complain of is want of informa- 
tion. If blame is to be apportioned, and 
if we are to have such an inquiry as will 
lead us to discover what the serious 
reverses may have been due to, what will 
the nature of the inquiry be? I quite 
agree that an inquiry will be necessary. 
I think it ought not to be too long 
delayed. I feel sure that it will be 
necessary, not only for the satisfaction of 
the public, not simply for the satisfaction 
of idie curiosity and the appeasement of 
those whose feelings have been interested 


in the matter ; but still more—and this is 


“We wish to examine and investigate the | 


causes of the reverses and tue failures, if they 
may be so called, which have occurred in our 
campaign. 
ground, but I think 1 may say this: we may 
ask ourselves with advantage whether our 
weakness or our failures, if [ may use that 
word, are due to any deep-seated and in- 
herent national weakness, or to temporary 
and removable causes. [ think the latter 
can only be the answer. The Empire and the 
resources of the nation were never stronger 


L am here, perhaps, on delicate | 


————— 


much more important in the view of the 
House of Commons—in order that the 
country should know where is the weak 
point, or what are the weak points, and 
what it is we should address ourselves to 
rectify for the future benefit of the Army. 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.): 
I hope there will be some really effective 
inquiry into the matters which have been 


| referred to in the course of the debate. 


Of course, I do not desire, and I do not 
think anyone desires, that it should take 
the form of an inquiry by newspapers, or 


than at this moment, but our power does not’ that it should be anything but a military 
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inquiry ; but it is prima facie right to 
assume that it is a disgraceful thing for 
British soldiers with arms in their hands 
to surrender. It is a presumption w hich | 
may be rebutted, but until it is rebutted | 
it exists. I think it is perhaps true that | 
it would be a good thing if we were 
to come back to the spirit which cer- 
tainly was much more common in the 
country formerly than it appears to be 
now. I remember the story of Admiral 
Calder, who sailed out of Portsmouth 


with a fleet of rotten ships, engaged a_ 


superior French fleet, fought them to a 
standstill, and took four ships. There 
was a court-martial, and he was severely 
reprimanded for not taking the whole 
fleet. That is a much more satisfac- 
tory spirit than the spirit in which, 
I fear, we have approached some of the 
incidents of this campaign. Although 
it is rather presumptuous for anyone here 
to express opinions as to the merits and 
demerits of men who are risking their 
lives, I think it is a fair and reasonable 
thing in the interest of the British Army, 
whose reputation for bravery is so 
splendid and so high, that there should 
be an inquiry —not an inquiry into 
everything in general and nothing in par- 
ticular, but a definite and specific inquiry 
into the surrenders which have taken 
place. I accept the assurance in the 
fullest way of my hon. friend that such an 
inquiry will be held, and that it will be 
effective. I accept also with the greatest 
satisfaction the statement of my hon. 
friend that we are’to have a great 
reconstruction of the system of sup- 
plying stores for the Army. I confess 
that [ wish the House of Commons in 
its majesty was more largely represented 
than it is at the present moment. [ 
think it is rather unfortunate that there 
should be such small interest taken in 
what ought to be the most important dis- 
cussion of military matters of the present ° 
year, beeause I think, unless the country 
understands how important the state- 
ment made by the Under Secretary is, 
it will very much miss the lesson it 
ought to learn. I think it is fair that 
we should ask for a little more than the 
assurance that has been given. We want 
some security as to the nature of the 
reforms to be made, and I think I can give 
some evidence which warrants me in feel- 
ing some doubt on the subject. The 
question of stores is not a new one at all. 


On 12th February, this year, Lord Lans- | 


Mr. Arnold-Forster 
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downe, speaking on this question in the 
| House of Lords, said— 


“My Lords, among our other proposals 
now being carried out is one dealing with the 
| question ‘of the stores and munitions of war 

of all kinds. <As to that, | do not think I 
| need say any more than that we have adopted 
| it for our policy not only to replace the large 
inroads which have been made upon our 
stores of all sorts, but also to build up the 
reserves upon a much ampler scale than has 
| hitherto been authorised. We have been 
struck by the inadequacy of our reserves of 
stores, and we are determined that we shalh 
no longer be open to that reproach.” 


(Supplementary) Estimate. 


That 1s avery serious statement. This 
deficiency may have been a new fact to the 
Secretary of State, but I will undertake to 
say that it was not a new fact to any one 
of us. It has been a perfectly notorious 
fact inside and outside the House for 
many years past, and I say that when we 
are told merely that this policy is to be 
reversed, we require more details in order 
to make us perfectly happy. It appears 
to me inexplicable that the Secretary of 
State, after six years of office, should be 
allowed without’ protest to get up and 
make a statement of that kind in the 
House of Lords. it appears to me in- 
tolerable that a great ‘State servant, 
speaking in regard to a matter respecting 
which the country has entrusted him with 
absolute power, should, after six years of 
office, get up and say, “ We have been 
struck by the inadequacy of our reserves 
of stores.” What is the deficiency? My 
hon. friend talks about £6,500,000. I 
venture to think that even this 
does not represent the whole measure 
of neglect. Let us turn that deficiency 
into what the money is going to buy. It 
represents a deficiency of nearly 600 guns 
alone, and nothing, so far as | am aware, 
has happened in the last year, or the last 
few months, which has altered the situa- 
tion with regard to the necessity for 
guns except w vhat was known beforehand 
must happen, and what has been proved 
to demonstration by the progress of the 
war. Weare told that we are to have 
other great changes. We are told that 
the Militia is to be put on a better foot- 
ing. We have all been hoping for that 
for a long time, but what guarantee have 
we! I find that the Secretary of State 
for War, speaking of the Militia in the 
House of Lords on 20th February said— 

“The Militia is below its establishment, and 
nobody regrets it more than [ do. But it has 


| been more or less below its establishment for 
many years past. Weare no worse in that 
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before.” 


For six years past the Secretary of State, 
it appears, has been regretting that the 
Militia is 30,000 below its strength. This 
is not anew thing. What has he done? 
Nothing, absolutely nothing, during that 
time to amend the error he so greatly 
deplores. I think we want something 
more than an assurance, because what has 
turned this regret into an active policy 
has been not conviction or intelligence, 
but simply the pressure of this war. 
The noble Lord the Secretary of State 
for War was recently attacked in the 
House of Lords for allowing filthy cloth- 
ing to be supplied to the Militia, This 
seems, perhaps, to be a matter of detail | 
not bearing on any great principle, but 
it isan example of what is done. The | 
facts were represented to him by the 
Duke of Bedford, and the Secretary of 
State said— 

“Then we come to the delicate question of 
Militia clothing. I am not surprised that the 
statement made by the noble Dake produced 
a very considerable impression upon your 
Lordships, and I must say that if it were to be 
shown to be the case that worn clothing, dirty 
and disreputable in its character, was re-issued 
tothe Mulitia, 1 do not think the language 
used by the noble Duke was at all too strong. 
| should be very glad to have any allegations 
that he brings to my notice thoroughly gone 
into.” 


These allegations were inquired into, and 
a few days later we are told— 

“T come to the question of the clothing of 
the Militia. I promised the Duke of Bedford 
that I would make inquiry into the subject, 
and I admit that, as a result of the inquiries 
I have made, I am satisfied that in the matter 
of clothing we have allowed what I suppose [ 
might cali considerations of frugality to pre- 
vail rather too much, and that clothing has 
been issued to the Militia which one could 
searcely ask a British soldier to wear without 
some injury to his feelings of self-respect. 
Action will be taken without loss of time to 
remedy that grievance, and I will undertake 
that in the future clothing shall be issued to 
the force which shall make it impossible for 
any colonel to make such a complaint as that 
which was made by the noble Duke the other 
evening.” 

What is the lesson to be drawn from 
this? The complaint has been made 
by many other Militia colonels. Why is 
the matter now remedied ? Because the 
Militia is brought under the public eye | 
and because this demand was made in the 
House of Lords by a noble Duke. This 
example is one of scores in which the 
antiquated and unsatisfactory nature of 
the Militia clothing has been insisted 
upon in season and out of season, and yet 


{27 Juty 1900} (Supplementary) Estimate. 


respect than we were last year or the year | the Secretary of State for War has done 
| 
| 


‘for War also deplored it. 
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nothing to remedy the state of things 
which he now admits is incompatible with 
the British soldier having any proper 
ifeeling of self respect. Yet the noble 
| Lord has been in office for the last six 
| years, and has had the power to alter all 
this, but not a hand’s-turn has he done to 
remedy these defects. A good many of 
us have deplored the fearful waste of the 
present system of the Army, and, appar- 
ently, we have not been alone in doing 
‘so. Upon the 25th May the Secretary 
He said in 
another place— 

“To my mind one of the greatest drawbacks 
in our present system is to be found in the fact 
that of the men who do enter the Army so 
large a number waste away and disappear in 
the first years of their service, giving us neither 
the full period of their service with the colours 
nor the advantage of their presence afterwards 
in the Reserve.” 

That is a doctrine which has been preached 


|in season and out of season for the last 


five years, but it has had not the slightest 
effect. No notice has been taken in this 
House, but now it is admitted that it is 
one of the greatest evils of the present 
system, by the Secretary for War. Let 
me give yet one more example of the 
extraordinary attitude of this great official 
who is established in his office to carry out 


| the plain duty of spending the millions 


entrusted to himto procure the best defence 
for the country. He was asked the other 


‘day by the Duke of Bedford how it was 


we had so many soldiers at home who 
were useless. He said— 

“1 told the House that we had about 100,000 
Regular soldiers left in this country, and he 
said, ‘ Why is it if you have so many Regulars 
at home that you are obliged to fall back upon 
the Militia, and to send out Militia battalions 
to South Africa?’ I think the answer is 
obvious, and that from the tenor of the noble 
Duke’s remarks, he knows what the answer is. 
These men—they now number not 100,000 but 
92,000—are, of course, in no sense a field 
army.” 

Have we been paying millions in order 
to have in this country 92,000 men 
who are in no sense a field army ? 
These men are perfectly useless—they 


_are provided with neither guns, stores, nor 


clothing ; it is all quite true. But why 
should we be told we have a large 
number of men in this country so 
useless that we have to fall back 
upon the Militia? These are samples of 
the way in which these duties are per- 
formed, or rather left unperformed. In 
any other business but the great busi- 
ness of the State a declaration of that 
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kind, after a long period of service, 
by the head of a great department 
would have resulted in some other 
head being sought for and put in 
his place. I am unable to comprehend 
how a Minister can get up in the House 


{COMMONS} 


of Lords and make such statements as if | 


they were quite the ordinary thing to say 
and could not possibly be objected to? I 
do not blame Lord Lansdowne only. 
None of the Secretaries for War of recent 
years have taken their duties seriously, 
and until we change the whole attitude 
of the War Office by some drastic reform, 
I must treat the promises made this even- 
ing as having no value beyond mere ex- 
pression of good intentions. There is one 
special matter which indicates the neces- 
sity for giving effect to a reform of 
the War Office of a sweeping character. 
When we consider the dangers that 
threaten us in every part of the world, 
the problems we have to face, and the 
lessons we have learnt, or might have 
learnt, from the present war in South 
Africa, it is positively dreadful to remem- 
ber that there is no Department of State 
—no organised Department—in the 
country to which is entrusted the duty of 
organising the defence of this country. I 
challenge anyone to contradict my state- 
ment, and I say there could not be a 
more serious state of things for this 
country. The protection of the Empire 
by land and sea is a problem far more 
difficult than that which confronts the 
War Office of any other country in the 
world. It is a problem peculiar to our 
Empire, and being peculiar it requires 


special study. but who is charged 
to deal with it? The Intelligence 
Department is a _ small, underpaid, 


and undermanned Department; in no 
sense does it pretend to be an organised 
Department for the defence of the Empire. 
There is no co-ordination at all between 
the different Departments for the defence 
of the Empire. ‘The hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber for Great Yarmouth said something 
about the desirability of getting some 
uniformity in the supply of stores, and 
my hon. friend said the Indian 
were already complete. 
stores. Only this session we had proof of 
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question, and the answer given was so 
illusory and absurd that [ almost wonder 
that it was givenatall. It was a question 
as to the pattern of some guns. There 
were two sets of guns made of different 
patterns, not because it was desirable 
to have two different kinds, but sim- 
ply because one strong man said he 
must have a 5:4 howitzer, and another 
strong man said he must have a 
5-inch, and there was no Department to 
compel these men toagree. With regard 
to Imperial defence. One sham creates 
another, and this appears to be so with 
regard to the Committee of the Cabinet 
for Defence. That Committee, we are 
told, never keeps minutes. Why? Be- 
cause, forsooth, it is a Committee of the 
Cabinet. The Cabinet itself is a con- 
stitutional fiction, and this Committee 
in its turn is a fiction also. Any per- 
son that wrote a book on the subject 
would have to say-—“The only body 
charged with the defence of the Empire 
is composed of the head of the Educa- 
tion Department, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, the First Lord of the Treasury, 
the Secretary of State for War, and the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, and this 
body, which is alone charged with the 
great duty of organising the defence 
of the Empire, can get through this 
enormous work, in addition to all its 
other business, without going through the 
formality which a lodge of Oddfellows 
would go through, and which every com- 
pany does go through. It does not 
keep minutes of its proceedings.” I 
believe that my hon. friend will endeavour, 
so far as he is concerned, to carry out the 
promises which he has made, but I fear 
he will not be able to accomplish half that 
he promises. Until we have a proper 
organisation for the defence of the 
Empire, promises to do what is the 
primary business of any War Office are 
of no great value. Some system ought 
to be introduced which will not leave us 
open to a repetition of these painful 


(Supplementary) Estimate. 


'demands on the part of the Secretary of 


stores | 
Take the Indian | 


the failure of one point of contact between | 


the Indian War Office and our own. 


results. I 
Government and the War Office were 
unable to come to.terms. I asked a 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


And | 
this may lead to the most disastrous | 
was told that the Indian | 


State for War, who has been compelled 
to acknowledge, after a long period of 
peace, that he has failed during that 
period to do any of the things which he 
now declares to be essential. 


*Smr WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I see a considerable amount 
of money is being devoted to the medical 
establishment and to pay and materials 
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for strengthening the medical depart- 
ment of the Army. That is a question 
very much in the mind of the public just 
now, and I hope before the conclusion of 


Supply— Army 


the debate we shall have some detailed | 
statement as to how this money is to be | 


applied, what improvement is to be made 
in the Army Medical Corps, and how it is 


proposed to reinforce the medical de- | 


partment in South Africa. At the 
present time the medical department in 
South Africa is composed of two sections 
of medical men—the Royal Army Medical 
Corps and civil surgeons. With regard 
to the civil surgeons who have been sent 
out, I think the War Office to some 
extent was limited somewhat unwisely 
in its choice. There was an age limit 
which was not altogether wisely chosen, 
by which many valuable practitioners and 
experienced men were debarred from 
the duty, for, after all, it was men of 
established experience who were wanted 
rather than men fresh from the hospitals 
who might know more of surgery but less 
of medicine. We have sent out to South 
Africa many men of considerable ability 


and distinction, but I think the War Office | 


would have been better advised if they 
had widened their area of choice, and 
selected men of greater age and experience 
than many who have been sent out. With 
regard to the Royal Army Medical Corps, 
the hon. Member will be obliged to 
confess that the strength of that corps is at 
present dangerously low. I said in a pre- 
vious debate that it was dangerously low 
even for a peace establishment, and at the 
present time it is only about 900 strong. 
There ought to be considerably more than 
that. About fifteen or twenty years back 
there were 1,200 medical men in the 
corps, but now it is down to 900. The 
Royal Army Medical Corps is so dimi- 
nished in numbers, and the for.:e is so 
starved as regards medical equipment 
that if we sent out a division, or a part 
of a division, to China, and a German 
division of the same strength was sent 
out, it would be found that the German 
division had probably 50 per cent. more 
medical strength than our division. That 
is a condition of things discreditable to 
the country. The country has shown the 
greatest generosity both in voting supplies 
in this House and in giving freely of its 
private funds for the purpose of seeing 
that the men who went to fight for the 
Empire were well treated. The men have 


not been as well treated as they deserved ; 


we have lost many hundreds of brave 


{27 Juty 1900} (Supplementary) Estimate. 
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|fellows through the want of proper 
medical appliances, and I am anxious that 
the money which is voted to-day should 
be applied in a direction which will 
ensure for these men more attention 
than they have hitherto received. I 
should like the hon. Member to tell us 
how much of this Vote as regards medical 
matters is to be devoted to China, and 
how much to South Africa. In China we 
have a great danger before us, just as we 
had in connection with the South African 
campaign. Everybody who knew any- 
thing about South Africa knew that 
almost every village in which the troops 
might be stationed or kept for a few days 
was liable to typhoid fever, and yet 
adequate preparation to meet that danger 
was not made. When we send our troops 
to China we shall have there a danger 
even more serious and loathsome than 
enteric or typhoid—namely, the danger 
of the plague. Our troops in China will 
be exposed to sanitary dangers of the 
gravest kind, and I hope the War Office 
will be wise enough to take some precau- 
tions against an outbreak of such a serious 
disease, or at all events to minimise the 
danger as much as possible. I should 
also like to know what is proposed in 
regard to increasing the number of nurses 
in connection with the Army Medical 
Department. I think the rigid rules 
regulating the number of female nurses 
in connection with that Department 
are unwise; they ought to be more 
elastic ; the whole constitution of the 
Department should be more elastic. 
When you have a campaign in a country 
where you are liable to a_ lingering 
malady such as enteric fever, which, 
above all maladies, requires the delicate 
and constant attention of female nurses, we 
ought to have some means by which there 
could be a much larger number connected 
with the Army Medical Department. 
Enteric is a disease which is not only 
grave in its incidence, killing at least 
one-fifth of those attacked, but it disables 
even those who get over it for about 
three months. That is a terrible strain 
on the fighting force of our Army, and 
going on as it has been in South Africa 
with thousands and thousands of cases, and 
in almost every place occupied, we ought to 
have such nursing at hand that the men 
may make as quick and as speedy a 
recovery as possible. It would be very 
advisable to institute some system by 
which we could have a reserve Army 
| Medical Corps in this country for the 
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purposes of a war such as we are now | have been prevented if you had wise sani- 


engaged in. 
think, to get a large number of young 


} 


medical men who would be ready under | 
easy conditions to accept service in case | 


of national necessity. You might get, 
possibly, many hundreds of the pick of 


our medica! schools enrolled under some | 


system by which the War Office would 
be able to call upon them in time of 
necessity, and that would be much 
better than looking for a surgeon here 
and a surgeon there in various parts of 
the country when the time of stress 
came. Then there is another point. I 
believe that in all these matters prevention 
is better than cure, and that when 
an army goes into the field the means of 
preventing disease are much more im- 
portant than the means of treating it. In 
the case of the present war the War Office 
reinforced the Army Medical Department 
with operating surgeons. That was a 
wise step, which was generally approved ; 
but they would have taken a still wiser 
step if they had reinforced the Depart- 
ment with a number of physicians in the 
same way. There was more necessity for 
such men under the conditions of disease 
which exist in South Africa, and the de- 
partment would have been greatly helped 


by the experience of men who had been | 


attached to the fever hospitals of this 
country. More attention should be paid 
to the sanitary aspects ofa campaign. It 
is true that the military medical officers 
are trained more or less in sanitary 
science ; it is true that some of the best 
text-books on the subject have been 
written by Army medical officers. But in 
spite of that, judging from the results of 
this campaign, we cannot consider that 
their efforts as sanitary experts have been 
satisfactory. We have had disclosures as 
to the treatment of the sick ; we have had 
evidence as to the outbreaks of great 
epidemics of typhoid fever, which might 
have been lessened and many lives saved 
if wiser sanitary arrangements had been 
made. I am told on the authority of 
friends of mine who have been through 
this campaign, that over and 
again troops marching to the front have 
been allowed to camp on ground which 
has been left by previous detachments 
and fouled very often by serious disease, 
such as typhoid fever. The consequence 
is that body after body of men have come 


under conditions which made disease rife , 
These things would | 
| 


among the troops. 
Sir Walter Foster. 


over | 


. detained 


It would not be difficult, I | tary supervision along the line of march. 


I want to have sanitary supervision not 
going ahead oi, but with the Army. I 
am sure if the hon. Gentleman can see his 
way to carry out the suggestions I have 
made he will do something to preserve 
the lives of many of the Queen’s best sub- 
jects, and he will give the country the 
great satisfaction of knowing that the 
brave sons who are sent out to fight its 
battles are not to be lost by the neglect 
of such scientific precautions as ought to 
be at the command of every medical 
officer in the country. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (Westmin- 
ster): I rise to say a few words on the 
subject to which the hon. Member has 
just addressed himself, but I should 
like first to refer to the censorship. 
No one can realise better than I do 
the necessity of striking out from 
correspondence or telegrams anything 
that could in any way affect the strategic 
or military interests of the Army, but I 
do not think that those limits include 
statements with regard to the condition 
of the sick and wounded. A short time 
ago there was a facsimile of a despatch 
from a correspondent published in a 
morning paper, and several sentences 
which he had inserted with regard to 
the unhappy condition of the wounded 
were deliberately obliterated by the 
censor. I know another case in which 
a long despatch was written on the 
same subject, and the whole of that 
letter was censored. A somewhat amus- 
ing incident happened to me out there. 
A telegram was sent to me—a domestic 
telegram—vwritten in Italian, and con- 
taining some such phrase as “tempo 
magnifico” or “dolce giorno.” It was 
twenty-four hours while the 
censor was endeavouring to find out 
what horrid foreign plot was_ being 
hatched. May I point out what I 
think is a great mistake with regard 
to the censor. The same official who 
censors despatches has the whole 
control of the movements of the corre- 
spondents. He controls their passes, can 
give them orders, tell them where they can 
go, how long they can stay, and altogether 
exercise the most draconic authority over 
them. The two offices ought to be 
separate ; the striking out of what is not 
considered proper in a despatch should 
be done by one person, and 
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movements of correspondents controlled | ment or the Royal Army Medical Corps 


by another. 


If that were done there | in a campaign in this respect. The Royal 


could be no suggestion of a correspondent | Army Medical Corps possesses nothing of 
being prejudiced by anything he had put | its own except medicines and drugs. It 


the censor 
My own ex- 
civilians 


in a telegram. Moreover, 
should be a military man. 
perience is that when 


into khaki they out-Herod Herod in| 


militarism. They are the  counter- 


parts of the gentlemen who stay at. 


get | 


| 
| 


home and indulge in vicarious heroism, | 


and who think they are very brave when 


'of these extra ordnance stores. I 


they say that the British soldier ought to | 
endure every possible hardship whether | 


it is avoidable or not. I listened to the 
very able speech of the Under Secretary 


of State for War, and I noticed that in | 


| which 


| 


his division of this money into expendi- | 


ture for immediate and for permanent 
purposes he did not give any information 
about this very large additional Vote for 
the Army Medical Department. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean referred to the cutting 


down of the transport of the Royal Army | 


Medical Corps, but I think the real point 
is that the Department does not possess 
any transport of its own, and without 
transport of its own it never knows what 
it can do, what it will be able to do, and is 
never able to make proper preparation 
for pressure in this place or that. I 
would venture to illustrate this fact by the 
very remarkable service that has been 
performed in this campaign by the 
medical units which had their own trans- 
port. One was the private hospital 
known as the Irish hospital. Owing to 
having its own transport that hospital 
was of the greatest possible service ; at 
Bloemfontein it supplied nearly the whole 


of the transport, and the ambulance 
wagons and mules were constantly 


at work for the Government hospitals 


and the town and field hospitals. A | 


still more remarkable case was that of the 
New South Wales field hospital and 
bearer company, which was found to be 
so efficient and so valuable that it was 
broken up from time to time into three or 
four units, and was looked to in every 
emergency. One of its great advantages 


was that it had its own transport, and | 
and 


consequently was always ready to go 


where it was wanted, and to do work | 


which other medical units were unable to 
do. 
think it is legitimate to ask what propor- 


has to draw the whole of its transport, 
food supplies, and so on from the Army 
Service Corps and the whole of its equip- 
ment from the Ordnance Department. It 
would be interesting, therefore, to know 
whether the necessary equipment for the 
Royal Army Medical Corps forms a part 
do 
not rayself think that the difficulties 
and the, to my mind, disastrous results 
have arisen in South Africa in 
connection with the medical service have 
been caused so much by an absence of 
equipment as by an absence of men. 
Everybody who has been out there— 
every consulting surgeon and other 
authority—has called attention to the 
fact that the Royal Army Medical Corps 
has been fatally undermanned. To that 
fact has been owing the circumstance 
that great numbers of the sick could not 
get proper attention. The service has 
been undermanned in doctors, in orderlies, 
and in nurses. It is, therefore, fair to 
ask whether anything is to be done with 
the portion of this Vote which is for 
permanent purposes, to secure a better 
state of things for the future in the Army 
Medical Department. Although I realise 
that the Army Medical Department is too 
small, [ do not make so much of that. I 
quite realise that it is perfectly impossible 
to maintain in time of peace an Army 
Medical Department equal to the strain 
of a great war, and, therefore, you must 
have some system whereby you can at 
any moment, when occasion arises, call 
for skilled aid, whether it be of doctors, 
orderlies, or nurses. My great complaint 
has been that there is no such system in 
the Department at all; there is no system 
of reserve ; there is no effective system of 
an auxiliary medical force attached to the 
Militia or to the Volunteers, although 
there is a small beginning of a Militia 
medical system. In this connection I 
would like again to refer to the New 
South Wales field hospital. That magnifi- 
cent medical unit, so splendidly equipped 


disciplined, and able to meet 
the greatest emergencies at the front, was 
composed entirely of civilians. Some of 


With regard to these extra stores, I | 


tion of them are to be medical stores. The | 
Committee may not quite understand the | 


position of the Army Medical Depart- 


the most famous Australian doctors gave 
their services voluntarily, giving up the 
large incomes they were deriving from 
their practices in order to serve in the 
field. It seems to me that if a medical 
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service of that kind could be established ! 


through the machinery of the Militia, 
with a month’s training and field days 
now and again, that would be a model 
upon which might be based a very effec- 
tive improvement of the Army Medical 
Department. There is no practical elas- 
ticity about the Department. Putting 
aside the question of the Militia and the 
Volunteers, they have no system by 
which they can call upon carefully 
selected medical men for the purpose of 
sending them out to a campaign. As to 
orderlies, I think it would be very diffi- 
cult for any system to create a sufficient 
number of nursing orderlies to meet the 
needs of a great war. There are the 
St. John Ambulance orderlies, and very 
admirable work they have done in this 
campaign. But it must be remembered 
that they have no practical training of 
any kind, and the general opinion 
in the Army Medical Department is 
that it takes at least six weeks to 
accustom even a theoretically trained St. 
John Ambulance man to the efficient 
handling of a patient. I have heard 
Army medical officers say that it takes 
three years to train a nursing orderly 
properly. No system of theoretically 
trained orderlies will supply what you 
want in time of war. What is the alter- 
native ? 
number of men nurses in time of peace 
ready and sutticiently skilled to go out to 
a war, you have always at your disposal 
female nurses all over the country, and 
one of my great complaints has been that, 
starting from a theoretical and very ob- 
stinate objection to female nurses in the 
Department at home, there has not been 
anything like a sufticient supply of nurses 
to meet the cases of sickness and enteric 
fever. I think that objection in the 
Army Medical Department at home ought 
to be erased. We ought to accept at 
once, in any campaign carried on in a 
civilised country such as South Africa, 
where women are respected in every way, 
the principle of having a very large num- 
ber of female nurses certainly at the base 
and stationary hospitals. The Boers 
themselves have female nurses in their 
field hospitals, and very admirable nurses 
they seemed. I do not, however, insist 
on female nurses going with field hospitals, 
but I do think they ought to be with 
field hospitals when they become station- 
ary hospitals. The lack of elasticity in the 
system can he best illustrated by looking 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts. 


{COMMONS} 


If you cannot keep a_ large | 
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for a moment at one of the base hospitals 
at Cape Town. Military base hospitals are 
very admirable institutions, but it must 
be remembered that each one has a staff 
of 166 men, including doctors. These base 
hospitals are strategically safe. If there 
was any elasticity in the working of the 
system, when the pressure came the whole 
of the staff of a base hospital could be 


‘pushed up to the front where they are 


most needed, being trained men—Army 
medica! surgeons, trained orderlies, men 
belonging to the military contingent— 
and their places could be supplied by 
putting in their tents a completely 
civilian institution. There would have 
to be two or three officers and a small 
staff at the head to keep up communica- 
tions with the military authorities, but 
all that concerned the medical and 
surgical treatment of the patients could 
be done as well by acivil as by a military 
staff. I might illustrate the point further 
by referring to the private hospitals sent 
out to South Africa. There were eight 
or nine such hospitals, and each, with the 
exception of one Army medical officer 
to keep up their connection with 
the military system and to send in the 
returns, was a purely civil institu- 
tion. Would it not be as_ possible 
for the Army Medical Department as for 
private persons to create and to send out 
a civil institution such as that? I have 
ventured to make these few remarks to 
the Committee to indicate the line which 
I think the expenditure of money now to 
be voted for permanent as distinguished 
from immediate purposes should take, and 
I think I may be pardoned for urging 
upon the Committee some improvements 
of the system which would, at all events, 
result in having at the seat of war a 
sufficient personnel to avoid much of such 
suffering as has occurred in the present 
campaign. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I regret we have not had some 
definite announcement as to the steps the 
Secretary of State proposes to take in 
order to profit by the lessons of the war. 
I understood the Under Secretary to say 
it was premature to do anything of the 
kind until Lord Roberts, Lord Kitchener, 
and other generals came home. <A _ very 
large number of officers are coming home 
now, and it is perfectly certain that Lord 
Roberts has written full despatches on 
many of the incidents of the war, and 
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there are many facts concerning the cam- 
paign which are absolutely well known. 
The teaching on those points could per- 
fectly well be put into operation. I very 
much hoped that a Committee would be 
appointed to receive suggestions from all 


Supply— Army 


arms taking part in the campaign, with- | 


out distinction of rank. It would be a 
large business, but it would not be 
difficult to tabulate evidence of that 
character, and some very important testi- 
mony might possibly be forthcoming. If 
such a Committee could be under a civilian 
chairman it would perhaps be better, so 
long as every arm was represented on the 
body. There are one or two matters 
about which I think we ought to lose no 
time. I was disappointed at not hearing 
any definite announcement as to the bet- 
ter provision of field guns. It is perfectly 
certain that in several cases our artillery 
has been outranged, and the sooner our 
field artillery is put upon the very latest 
modern system the better for the country. 
Then as to the armament of the infantry. 
There can be very little doubt that in 
many ways the Mauser rifle is the 
superior of the Lee-Metford. To take 
one point alone, the Boer rifle is superior 
with regard to the way in which the 
magazine is charged. The whole of the 
five cartridges are put in at once with one 
clip, while there is nothing more difficult 
to the inexperienced soldier, especially in 
the heat of action, than to load the maga- 
zine of the Lee-Metford rifle. Then as 
regards musketry training. Are we 
profiting by the musketry and shooting 
lessons of the war? We already have an- 
other war on our hands, and what is the 
use of delay in this matter? There 
is ample evidence now forthcoming as to 
many of the defective points in our 
musketry training. The National Rifle 
Association is not connected with the 
Government, but only last week they had 
competitions for standing at 200 or 300 
yards—as if there was the slightest possi- 


bility of standing in the face of an enemy | 


at that distance! Then again, there is 
the practice of the Army at the present 
time. Theright hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean, who made a 
most interesting and moderate speech, 


with a great deal, if not the whole, of | 


which I entirely agree, doubted whether 
the training at the present time at Alder- 
shot had been improved at all by the 
lessons taught by the war in South 
Africa. To take musketry alone ; nothing 
is more certain than that firing by volleys 
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| is absolutely ineffectual. The rifles are 
| discharged at word of command, and the 
| object is to have spontaneity of noise 
rather than accuracy of shooting. That 
practice is actually continuing at the 
present moment. It is perfectly impos- 
sible for expert marksmen to fire accu- 
rately at word of command. With every 
desire to give all credit to the War Office 
—and no one is more anxious than Lord 
Lansdowne to do everything possible to 
improve the Army—I really do not 
see any substantial evidence that 
any of the lessons of the war are 
being put into effect at the present time. 
The right hon. Baronet spoke about 
entrenchments. At Aldershot there is 
one wretched field, a sort of rubbish 
field, to which the battalions are sup- 
posed to go in turn, if there is room for 
them, to learn how to throw up a trench. 
That is not proper instruction of any 
sort or kind. I am quite aware there 
have been difficulties. Government land 
‘is limited, and even on Government land 
there are many restrictions designed 
rather to improve the beauty and char- 
acter of the country than to effect an im- 
provement in military training. There 
can be no doubt whatever that at Spion 
Kop our troops were hopelessly out- 
matched by the Boers in the matter of 
entrenchments. They find themselves 
really without instructions and without 
proper tools for entrenching. If you take 
the present drill-book you will find plates 
illustrating shelter trenches in which the 
soldier is represented as showing the 
whole of his head, his shoulders, and the 
greater part of his body over the top. 
It is perfectly obvious that if you show 
the smallest tip of your head, the proba- 
bility is that you will be shot. I see 
very little, if any, instruction in the im- 
portant matter of entrenching being 
carried out. The same applies to scouting. 
I know that instruction in scouting re- 
quires a great area of country. The 
Germans can have much better training 
in scouting because they have much 
larger areas to go over, and in case of 
'damage to private property they pay 
only nominal compensation. I know 
there is considerable difficulty in the 
matter, but the one complaint from every 
| general in South Africa, from Sir Redvers 
: Buller downwards, has been about the 
scouting. ‘There is no necessity to wait 
|for the return of Lord Roberts in the 
| matter of cavalry and mounted infantry 
training in regard to scouting. I would 
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ask the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean not to place too 
much contidence in what German writers 
say about the conduct of the war in South 
Africa. 
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{COMMONS} 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: I fully ad- | 


mitted that they were written with 
prejudice, except in the case of Generals 
von Blume and von der Goltz. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: The in-| 


formation of these 
been largely derived from the Boers, 
and therefore, as the hon. Baronet 
admits, it comes from prejudiced sources. 


German writers has | 


No German officers have ever had to con- | 
duct a campaign in so difficult and vast | 


a country as South Africa, and it is 
almost impossible for them to form any 
idea of the extraordinary military diffi- 
culties which had to be faced. There- 
fore, we should not pay much atten- 
tion to theoretical military criticism 
from Berlin, and from people not 
acquainted with the local conditions. I 
am quite sure that—with all respect to 
the German writers—the right hon. 
Baronet will be the first to admit that 
the majority of those writers have never 
seen any active service at all, and 
therefore their statements must be 
taken with a very large grain of salt. I 
earnestly press upon my hon, friend the 
necessity of making reforms in the 
training of the British soldiers, and 
those reforms should be instituted at 
once. When the war is over we must 
profit by the lessons of this war, and we 
know perfectly well that unless 
these things are done at once they 
never will be done at all. I cannot 
resume my seat without saying a word or 
two as regards the censorship. I should 
not be at all surprised if the newspaper 
correspondents said they had suffered 
from the censorship. I know something 
about this question in foreign campaigns, 
and perhaps the best censorship I ever 
knew was by the Russian army in the 
advance upon Turkey in 1877. The cen- 
sors there were people of considerable 
experience, and they were always to he 
found in their office. You could always 
find them when you wanted them, and 
there was no difficulty about it. In 
South Africa, no doubt, the censors have 
been constantly changed, and whenever 
anybody wanted something to do, and 
there was nothing particular to give him, 
they made him a press censor. I know 
.of one case where the newspaper corre- 
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spondents were put to considerable incon- 
venience by the censor never being in his 
office when he had said he would be there 
in order to revise telegrams. I think the 
hon. Member for Westminster was a little 
in error in saying that there was any 
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censorship of letters. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : Yes, there 


was. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Private 
or newspaper letters ? 

*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : News. 
paper letters. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I know 


that when Lord Roberts got out to 
South Africa he sent for the newspaper 
correspondents, and he said to them, 
practically, ‘“ Write what you like, 
because it is by your writings that I 
shall see what mistakes have been made.” 
The relations between Lord Roberts and 
the newspaper correspondents have always 
been of the most cordial description. — If 
there has been any censorship of news- 
paper letters I have not heard of them, 
and I know that there has been very free 
criticism in many of the letters sent by 
the newspaper correspondents for the 


| Daily Telegraph, The Times, and other 


papers. As for the censorship of private 
letters or telegrams, I never heard of it 
while I was out in South Africa. You 
can understand such telegrams as those 
to which my hon. friend the Member for 
Westminster alluded being delayed, 
because that was obviously a cypher 
telegram. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : No, no. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: The tele- 


graph office were justified in assuming 
that it was, at any rate. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: It was a 
telegram in very simple and elementary 
Italian. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: It was in 
a foreign language, and that is perhaps 
why there was delay in sending it off. I 
want to ask one other question. The 
Under Secretary will remember that 
when the last Estimates were on a wish 
was expressed by hon. Members on both 
this and the other side of the House that 
greater mobility should be given to the 
regiments at home. My hon. friend ex- 
pressed great sympathy in the matter, and 


‘he said it was perfectly absurd that there 
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should be such an enormous amount of | door to doorin some towns asking and begging 


baggage when the regiments were moved 
from one station to another. I see that 


Estimate for transport in the United 
Kingdom. I hope the hon. Gentleman 


will be able to tell us now that he has | 
translated his sympathy into actual prac- | 


tice, and that something is being done. | 


How necessary it is that this should be 
done no one knows better than the hon. 
Gentleman himself. The heavy cost of 


transfer from one command to another | 


frequently prevents the most able general 
being sent to a particular district. To 
take over the Aldershot command costs 


something like £3,000. That is a 
scandalous thing, and it is clear 
that a general may be admirably 


fitted to train troops up to modern re- 
quirements, and yet he may not have the 
£3,000 which is necessary to furnish 
Government House at Aldershot, and 
to incur the heavy initial expense of 
taking up that command. If a general 
has just installed himself in a house at 
the cost of £3,000, if he has had to furnish 
it from top to bottom, naturally he is 
unwilling to be transferred to some other 
sphere of activity, and he has some 
just ground for complaint if the Govern- 
ment desire to transfer him to another 
station. I will not trouble the Com- 
mittee further, but I hope my _ hon. 
friend in his reply will give some 
definite assurances that the lessons of this 
war will be taken to heart by the War Office 
and enforced throughout the Army. 


Mr. WASON (Clackmannan and Kin- 
ross): Most hon. Members who have 
spoken have dealt with the question of 
medical stores in the Army and with 
munitions of war. 
the Under Secretary a question which, 
in my opinion, is quite as material 
as either good weapons or _ good 
medical equipment, and that is the proper 
feeding of our troops. I have to-day re- 
ceived two letters, but I shall not weary 
the Committee with reading the whole of 
them. They are from men at the front 
who are unknown to me, but they show 
that the troops have not been well looked 
after, and if they had had proper com- 
missariat we should not have had the 
same amount of sickness. One of these 
letters is from a constituent of mine, 
whose son wrote to him as follows— 


“T have had some strange experiences out 
here. What doyouthink! Ihave gone from 
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for bread, and been thankful for a dry crust. 
have gone for weeks on end with only one 


| biscuit a day, sometimes without even that.” 


there is £100,000 in this Supplementary | 


The hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
will recognise that these letters are at 
his disposal if he wishes to see them. 
The other letter is somewhat of the same 
nature and is to this effect— 


“For the last month weariness and hunger 
have been the only sensations we have been 
capable of unless it is a surly dogged determi- 
nation to see the thing through, which has 
helped our men along on their dreary foot-sore 
tramp, and has kept them in the ranks when 
sickness and fatigue would otherwise have 
forced them to fall out in sheer despair. It has 
been want of food that has been the heaviest 
burden we have had to bear. We were hungry 


| after we left Winburg ; we were hungrier still 


E | starved. 
I wish to press upon | 


when we reached Kroonstad ; but from Linley 
to Johannesburg we have been hungriest of all. 
For months we have had no bread, for many 
days no biseuit, and for the last few days 
before the battle of Florida Heights we have 
received no bread rations at all save a pinch 
or two per man of coarse ground mealie, which 
will not make dough, but can only be boiled 
into a gritty, tasteless, indigestible porridge.” 

I do not propose to read these letters at 
any greater length. Of course, nobody 
expects that, in a campaign such as we 
have been engaged in, the troops will 
not have to undergo some hardships, but 
I do say that if, instead of giving out this 
dough and flour, they had given oatmeal 
it would have had very excellent effects. 


‘If this had been done I think the health 


of our troops would have been far better 
than it has been through this campaign. 
I could have given many other instances, 
but I will refrain at present from giving 
any more extracts from letters which 
have reached me. I have received letters 
from quite independent sources in which 
they say that our troops have been half 
If the troops had had oatmeal 
instead of this queer mealy stuff there 
would not have been the same necessity 
for the strain upon the Royal Army 
Medical Corps. I do hope the hon. 


| Member the Under Secretary, who always 


listens with courtesy to any suggestions 
which are made, will see that sufficient 
oatmeal is sent out to South Africa to 
supply the troops. 


*Sm J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said he should like to say one word 
in regard to what had fallen from the 
hon. Member opposite. He had given 
many details in regard to the hardships 
which the troops had undergone, but he 
thought it would be found on investiga- 


‘tion that many of those hardships were 


3L 
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due to the unfortunate capture of convoys 
by the enemy. They all knew that in 
war such accidents would happen, and he 
did not think anybody would complain 
seriously of matters like that, which were 
purely the incidents of war. He thought 
they would be wasting the time of the 
Committee considering hardships which 
were inevitable, although if they were 
preventible and someone had blundered 
it would be a different matter. There 
must be minute inquiry into many of the 
incidents of this war. ‘There was a general 
opinion that there had been many failures 
and much unnecessary loss of life in 
some of the initial stages of the cam 
paign; indeed, it was difficult to 
understand how men high in authority, 
who had previous experience of war in 
South Africa, could have made certain 
recommendations as to the constitution of 
the force to be employed which surprised 
people less well informed. Those were 
matters which would no doubt be inquired 
into. It was impossible to imagine that 
earnest men in charge at the War Office 
would not take to heart the lessons of the 
war. He confessed that he could not 
share the words of depreciation thrown 
out against those charged with the heavy 
responsibility of this war. In the case of 
men like the Secretary of State for War, 
who had gained a high reputation in 
other very important positions, those 
charges would have belied his former 
history. 
had never been anyone in office in this 
country who had been more painstaking, 
more earnest, and more ready to hear 
suggestions from all quarters than the 
present Secretary of State for War. He 
believed his courage was equal to his 
patience and skill, and if they only con- 
sidered how much had been accomplished 
by the War Office he thought they would 
be more inclined to make allowance for 
any shortcomings. At the same time he 
agreed with those who urged that their 
system must be largely remodelled, and 
that the country must be better prepared 
in the future for great emergencies 
than they had been in the past. It 
would never do for them again to send 
men out so hurriedly, and put them 
in uniform with arms which they 
did not know how to use. They should 
be better prepared in the future, and the 
lessons of this war must be taken to heart. 
With regard to the Army Medical De- 
partment, there could be no doubt that 
they had been short-handed. His hon. 


Sir J. Fergusson, 


{COMMONS} 


He ventured to say that there | 
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friend who represented the War Office 
had acknowledged that they had been 
short-handed, but it was to a large extent 
only for a time. Not only had they been 
short-handed, but the doctors had not 
been in the places where they would have 
been most useful, and there never was a 
time when the great change made in the 
composition of the Army Medical Depart- 
ment some years ago had been more 
clearly proved to be a mistake. Under 
the old system the medical officers used 
to gain a thorough knowledge of the 
regiments to which they were attached, 
and they knew exactly the requirements 
and the character of the men they had to 
deal with. It was only natural that 
medical men who were moved about from 
one regiment to another, who were here 
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to-day and gone to-morrow, could 
never gain a thorough knowledge 


of the requirements of the regiments 
to which they were attached. That 
change was made in what had been de- 
scribed as the halcyon days when the 
Estimates were lower and when every- 
thing was pared down closely. He 
remembered the time when a saving on 
the Army Estimates was made at the last 
minute by reducing every company by 
ten men, but as the regiments were 
not up to establishment it only made a 
difference on paper. At the time many 
of them argued against this change in 
the composition of the Army Medical 
Department, and he did not believe 
there was a medical officer in the 
Army at the present time who would 
not say that the change was very much 
to be regretted. He had never met an 
officer who had anything to say in favour 
of this change; and what could be ex- 
pected in the case of a regiment who 
went out on active service with medical 
men who had only lately joined them? 
He had very good reason to believe that 
very often some of the most necessary 
appliances in field hospitals were wanting, 
because the medical officers in charge of 
them were afraid to speak out. He had 
good reason to think that very often the 
deficiency in articles of the first necessity 
was due to the fact that the medical 


officers themselves knew that they 
would make themselves unpopular 
with their superior officers if they 


pressed for those articles. That would 
not be so if the medical officers had a 
settled position from which they could 
not be displaced except for some grave 
failure in their duty. He thought if the 
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inquiry to be held went deeply into this 


gaged came forward and stated what they 
thought, he was sure it would be found 


Medical Department which would have 
to be obviated. No doubt to a great 
extent the Army Medical Department was 
on its trial in South Africa, and he should 
be surprised if it did not come out 
of it successfully, because it was largely 
composed of men who were anxious to do 


themselves at any sacrifice to carry out 
their work as well as they could. He 
believed that in nothing which Lord 
Lansdowne had done had he shown more 
wisdom than in the raising of the 
character of the Army Medical Depart- 
ment. No doubt the question would be 
dealt with courageously after this lament- 
able war had closed, and no pains would 
be spared to remedy those faults so that 
in time to come their gallant soldiers 
would have to suffer less than they had 
done in this campaign. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.) said he agreed with a good deal of 
what the hon. Member who had just sat 
down had said. As one who had served 
inthe Army, he knew the ties which pre- 
viously existed between the doctor and 
his regiment. Nevertheless, he concurred 
with the present arrangement because he 
thought it had been found that the old 


modes of warfare, and the short service 
system rendered the old methods not so 


to be expected to know exactly the con- 
stitutions of his patients, and he used to 
know who were the malingerers. Lord 
Lansdowne had raised the status of the 
Army Medical Corps by giving them their 
proper Army rank, and what had just 
been said bore that out. There was an 
impression that a simple doctor would 
not get such good terms for the men 
under his control as he-would if he were 
a major or a captain ; that if he had his 
proper rank he would get better terms in 
the field from the transport. He was in 
accord with the hon. Member for West- 
minster to some extent. The hon. Gentle- | 
man called attention to the starvation of | 
the Army Medical Department. Those | 
who had followed the debates in the 
House would be aware of the way in| 
which the right hon. Member for the | 
Forest of Dean, the hon. Member for ' 





question, and if the medical officers en- | 


that this was a weak spot in the Army | 


their duty, and who were ready to devote | 


necessary. A doctor in the Army used | - 
say! , ' known that during all these great cam- 
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| West Belfast, and himself had, over and 
over again, pointed out the paucity of the 
ranks. When it was proposed to send 
out two army corps, it was pointed out 
there was not sufficient medical service 
for one. A good deal had been said as 
to the deficiency of nurses, but the hon. 
Member for Westminster did not give 
sufficient credit to the male nursing. 
Those male nurses might not be so well 
up in scientific nursing as female nurses, 
but there was a sense of comradeship 
between them and their patients, many of 
whom would prefer their ministrations to 
those of a trained female nurse. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS said he had 
no desire to discuss the respective merits 
of male and female nursing; all he said 
was that in war time if nurses were 
required they must be female nurses, be- 
cause no large supply of male nurses 
would be available. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON | said there 
should be a larger reserve of medical 
officers. He was not quite satisfied with 
the answer of the Under Secretary a few 
days previously, in which he said a large 
number of well-trained men had been 
employed in this campaign. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Everyone who has 
volunteered has been sent to the front. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON said in that 
case his observations were not to the 


: | point. > concurred witl > hon. 
plan was quite unworkable under present point He concurred th the hon 


Member for Westminster as to the neces- 
sity of an independent transport for the 
Army Medical Department ; it was well 


paigns the exigencies of the military pur- 


| poses were given first place so far as 


transport was concerned, and he hoped 


| that one result of the inquiry would be to 
lay down a principle of some arrangement 


of this kind. He wished to know whether 


'anything was going to be done at the 


end of the war with regard to the Indian 
Bearer Fund. He could not admit, as 
the hon. Member for Westminster had 


| stated, that the results of the campaign 


were disastrous. No doubt it was sad 


'to see men suffering from enteric fever 


lying on the ground, but the results of 


'the campaign were admirable when one 
considered that there was only 20 or 21 
| per cent. of deaths as against 17 per cent. 
| in civil life. 


*CoLONEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) said one thing which those in- 
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terested in this matter ought to know 
was what the Army was formed for. The | 
Army was organised by Lord Cardwell | 
to send 60,000 men abroad, yet in the | 
ease of this war we had sent more than | 
three times that number, and had had to | 
find supplies for more than four times the 
number. Had any Continental nation | 
been subjected to the same difficulties | 
they would not have been able to meet 
them in the way in which our Army had | 
met many of the difficulties of this cam- | 
paign. When the whole conduct of the | 
war was inquired into it would be found 
that the War Office would come out far 
better than many others who had had to 
deal with the question. The organisation 
for sending out troops had worked so 
smoothly and well that it had rather 
escaped notice. Although he had spoken 
generally in favour of the War Office he 
was not one of those who was satisfied 
with army organisation as it is at home 
now. Every District Command should 
be organised as an army corps, or divi- 
sion, and embrace every force within it. 
The old theory was that in the field 
anything up to 100,000 men should be 
organised in divisions, and anything over 
that should be organised in army corps. 
Too much pressure had been put upon 
the chief of the staff by the organisa- 
tion in the present war. He objected 
to engineers being turned into clerks of 
works. He ventured to urge that an 
engineer officer should be attached to 
every infantry and cavalry regiment for 
a short period of time for the purpose 
of teaching rapid entrenchment, which 
undoubtedly was one of the things | 
which the war had shown to be_neces- 
sary. Then there was another import- 
ant point, and that was with reference | 
to the Reserves. He would strongly urge 
that an option should be given to men 
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{ 





of fair character to receive twopence per | the need for military reform. 
day extra, and to be called “furlough re- | 


serve men,” who could be recalled to the 
colours by a simple order from the Horse 
Guards, or from the officers commanding 
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agree was that arrangements should be 
made whereby the Reservists should have 
shooting practice every year. In con- 
clusion, he strongly urged the Committee 
to recollect what had been done in the 
way of sending an enormous force which, 
on the whole, was very well equipped, to 
South Africa. Of course, the War 
Department had to buy horses all over 
the place, and had to extemporise a 
large portion of their medical Depart- 
ment; but when the matter was fully 
analysed it would be found that the 
War Office had done well, especially 
in connection with the Militia and 
Volunteers. He hoped the War Office 
would publish a statement as to what 
had been done throughout the whole 
of the campaign. Everybody must feel 
that what the Army had to contend 
with was not only the extraordinary 
improvement in small arms, but also 
in the power of moving guns of posi- 
tion with a field force. He felt sure 
that if any other nation were placed in 
the same position it would have suffered 
quite as much. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): At the outset I desire to say that 
I admire the manner in which the Under 
Secretary for War has always answered 
us in debate. I have a great admiration 
for his assiduity and hard work, and! 
regret that I am put in a position of 
having to make a protest against the War 
Office. I think, however much we may 
like an individual, and however good 
the work of individuals may have been, 
still the whole conduct of this campaign 
has been so bad that some protest should 
be made, and | therefore shall move a 
reduction of this Vote, as a_ protest 


| against the recent grave mistakes of the 


War Office, and also to call attention to 
The only 
speech during this debate in which the 
| War Office was not condemned, was. that 
| just delivered by the hon. and _ gallant 
| Gentleman. Before I go into what I 


their regiments, so that whenever a regi- | consider the graver mistakes that have 


ment was wanted for a small war it could | 


take these men with it. That would 
enormously increase our strength. If the 
Army had tomeet men armed with modern 
weapons it should consist of regiments the | 
men in which were accustomed to 

act together, actuated by that esprit de) 
corps which makes a man do more if he is | 
working with men whom he knows. | 
Another point with which everyone would 


Colonel Blundell. 


been committed, I wish to ask one or 
| two questions. The first is about 
'the huts. In this Vote £500,000 is 
| taken for huts in the United Kingdom. 
How many men will they accommodate, 
and whereabouts are they to be situated! 
Then I should like to ask a question as to 
the Royal Reserves. I have seen a great 
deal of them, and I have seen their ab 
solute inefficiency up to the present time 
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They have been cavalry without horses, 
infantry without rifles, lancers without 
lances, artillery without guns, and alto- 
gether a practically useless body. They 
have also been deficient in officers. When 
I asked a question a little while ago I 
was informed that the average proportion 
of officers to men was 14 per 1,000 in the 
infantry. Anyone who has done any 


Supply— Army 


soldiering at all will know that when you | 


have got to drill men who have for years 
been unaccustomed to drill, when you 
have got to lick a regiment into shape, 
14 officers to 1,000 is a ridiculously small 
proportion. It is much less than the pro- 
portion in foreign armies, where the'otticers 
are worked much harder, and where there 
are very many more non-commissioned 
officers than we have in the Reserve regi- 
ments. The result is that the Reserve 
force is of very little use either for 
foreign service or for the defence of this 
country. Then there is another question. 
There is an item in this Vote for medicines 
and instruments. I saw a letter from a 
medical man who had been out at the 
front, who complained that the medicines 
provided were not  sutticient or varied 
enough, and that the instruments were 
not good enough for field and stationary 
hospitals. [ should like to have an 
assurance as to the quality, quantity, and 
variety of the medicines sent out for the 
troops, and I have no doubt it can be 
given, There is an item also for small arms. 
I would like to hear that efficient small 
arms are issued to all the troops in South 
Africa, or who are now in training at 
home, and that they are not compelled to 
shoot with rifles that are worn out, and 
cannot shoot straight. Thousands of men 
are supposed to be going through their 
course of musketry instruction with worn- 
out rifles that will not carry straight. Is 
there any hope of the new rifles being 
given to the men within a reasonable time 
of the ending of the war? I hope to see 
them issued or ready for delivery by 
Christmas. Then, with regard to guns. 
Three millions are put aside for the 
Chinese Expedition; but I do 
see any sum for more guns. I 
believe that 572 guns were or- 
dered at the beginning of the year, 
and were included in the Army Esti- 
mates ; but if there is to be a Chinese 
Expedition, more than these 572 will be 
required. | 
position guns and field guns. One of my 
complaints against the War Office is that 


they knew that guns of position were ! 
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not | 


should lke to see more | 
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!used in the field at last year’s German 


manceuvres. We had representatives there 
who ought to have veported, if they did 
not report, upon them. I do not want to 
hark back on the ridiculous blunder of 
the War Office saying to the Australian 
colonies that they wanted infantry and 
not cavalry; but to this day we are 
suffering from a shortness of mounted 
troops anda shortness of horses. One 
initial mistake was made from which we 
have suffered enormously. When the 
Government knew that we should have 
something like 60,000 well armed and well 
equipped men to fight against, they only 
sent 10,000 from India and none from 
England. These 10,000 men were over- 
whelmed by superior numbers. Natal 
was invaded, our enemies were increased 
by rebels from our own colonies, and we 
had much greater difficulty than if the 
War Office had sent much greater forces 
at the beginning. They ought, at the 
very start, to have sent 10,000 troops 
from England in addition to those from 
India. The Commander-in-Chief said 
that an army corps was ready as soon as 
the transports, and we had more transports 
here thanin India. We have been promised 
reforms in the War Office over and over 
again; yet two years ago it was found 
that there were serious deficiencies in the 
land transport. At the autumn manceu- 
vres, the War Office thought they could 
do with amateur transport, and they got 
an energetic private firm to undertake it. 
But it broke down utterly. At that 
time, therefore, the War Office knew that 
they had not land transport for 30,000 
men in England. What happened ? 
Whereas the 10,000 men sent from India 
had transport and everything necessary, 
the moment troops were required to be 
sent from England there was a great 
deficiency of transport. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PoweELL- 
WituiAMs, Birmingham, S.): There was 
not. 


Mr. WARNER: I can prove it 
thoroughly. The first thing that Lord 


Roberts and Lord Kitchener found when 
they went out to South Africa was that 
the regimental transport was utterly defi- 
cient. The officers’ transport was reduced, 
and by great strain sufficient transport 
was managed to be obtained to make an 
advance—but an advance only along a 
railway—not transport sufficient to enable 
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the army to march independent of the 
railway. Lord Methuen and _ other 
generals said over and over again that 
they had no transport sufficient to allow 


them to leave the railway. This 
want of transport has been the) 
cause of the most serious reverses ; 


the generals were compelled to make 
frontal attacks, which cost so many lives, 
instead of flank attacks, which they could 
have done had there been sufficient 
transport. Then, the sort of transport 
was wrong. So enamoured were the 
authorities at Woolwich of their wagons, 
that when Australia offered to supply 
transport for their own contingents they 
were told that the wagons must first 
come to Woolwich to be inspected. Of 
course, Australia did not send wagons 
to Woolwich. It was rather a long way 
round to South Africa. The last proof 
I will give of the failure of transport is 
that one of the greatest difficulties of the 
Royal Army Medical Corps was that 
their transport was reduced to one-fifth 
of what it ought to have been That 
was an absolute crime—something akin 
to shooting the wounded—or it is a 
proof that the transport was deficient. I 
do not myself think it was a crime. The 
Royal Army Medical Corps did the best 
they could, but the transport was in- 
efficient. We had letters read to the 
House in which it was stated that the 
troops had been fed on one biscuit a 
day. 


{COMMONS} 


| been paid for three months. 
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I have seen 
_aletter from a brother officer of mine who 
| enlisted, in which he states that the men 
‘have not been paid; and I have seen 
many other letters which declared that 
there had been difticulties about the pay- 
ment of the soldiers from March till June. 
I do not make these statements from 
hearsay ; I have seen the letters, and that 
is proof that communications have been 
very badly kept up. There have been 
constant complaints of the failure of our 
artillery. What was my surprise to turn 
up the other day an old paper, printed in 
June, 1897, in which Lord Salisbury, in 
reply to a memorial from the Service 
Members in regard to the condition of 
both horse and field artillery, said— 


(Supplementary) Estimate. 


‘** May I beg you to convey an assurance that 
I will, in conjunction with my colleagues, con- 
sider carefully the points to which you have 
directed the attention of Her Majesty’s 
Government.” 
These points may have been paid atten- 
tion to in theory, but not in practice; and 
the result was that we went into the war 
with only two and a half guns per thou- 
sand soldiers, whereas every foreign 
Power provides five guns per thousand. 
Then, we went into the war without guns 
of position, whereas Germany had got 
guns of position mounted for use in the 
field. We must have inquiry not only in 
regard to the artillery, but into the sur- 


renders of our troops, as to the reasons 


The greater proportion of Lord | 


Roberts’s army were on half rations not | 


for one week or a month, but for nearly 
three months. It is not a question of 
the hardships that have to be endured 
in war. These must always be faced 
and suffered, and occasions must 
arise when, owing to temporary 
shortcomings in the transport, 
will have to go on 
but for the main army in the field to be 


kept permanently on half rations, not | 
for a week or two but for three months, | 


is a shame. [An Hon. Member: No.] 


Yes; the evidence is coming home 
gradually. Man by man, invalids and 


wounded soldiers are returning from the 


front telling the same story, and that | 


story will be retold in the constituencies. 


they | 
short commons ; | 


One other difficulty the troops have | 
been under which shows that the trans- | 


port was not quite perfect, and that is 

that the money payments to the troops 

have not been forthcoming. 

the greater part of the troops have not 
Mr. Warner. 


I believe | that victim. 


for our defeat after defeat, in which we 
lost guns and prisoners. We know that 
our men have not lost their pluck, that 
their shooting has not been at fault, that 
the generals have been very good; but 
there has been something deficient in the 
organisation. When we weretold that there 
‘was to be an inquiry, of course we 
expected that it was to be before the dis- 
solution; but the Government are putting 
it off until another Parliament is elected, 
and the sound of war has ceased, and the 
people are no longer anxious about sons 
| who have been wounded, and have almost 
forgotten the relatives they have lost. 
We want something done sooner, out of 
which there may spring, not tinkering 
reforms, but reforms which will prevent 
breakdowns in the commissariat, in the 
hospitals, and in the line of battle. In the 
old phrase, somebody has got to be hanged. 
We will have to get a victim ; but the day 
is seemingly to be put off before we find 
We say something must be 
done at once, some remedy found for 
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this crying evil; and some assurance | 


must be had that this new war for 
which we are asked to vote three millions 
today is not going to be carried on with 
the same blundering as in South Africa. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a reduced sum, not exceeding 
£11,499,900, be granted for the said 
Service.” —(Ur. Courtenay Warner.) 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) : I wish 
to ask one question, but unfortunately 
there is no one present toask it of. It is 
a little awkward when you have a ques- 
tion—— 

Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Dr. TANNER, 
Cork County, Mid). House counted, and 
forty Members being found present, 


Mr. BARTLEY (continuing) : I wish to 
ask one question on the subject of this 
Vote. It has been announced that there 
will be a very full inquiry into all the 
circumstances connected with this war. 
Tam sure that the country will demand a 
very full and searching inquiry into all the 
details, and [I have no reason to suppose 
that the Government will in any way 
shirk this. There is much that has been 
done to their credit, and I am sure much 
will be done by the inquiry for the benefit 
of the country. But there is one thing 
which has puzzled the man in the street 
a good deal, and that is what I want to 
ask about. We do not want the despatches 
published yet, but we think they ought 
to be published as soon as it is possible to 
do so. What we know is that the judg- 
ment of the Commander-in-Chief has been 
given on certain officers. Certain ofticers 
have been sent back from the seat of war 
to England. We must presume that that 
has been done for some reason which 
the Commander-in-Chief thinks of sufti- 
cient importance. What I wish to 
ask is this: how does it come about that 
officers who have held high command in 
South Africa, who have been sent home 
to England because they have evi- 
dently not been competent to carry on 
their work, are given high command 
when they come back to England, and are 
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considered just as if they had been suc- | 


cessful in the campaign from which they 
have been sent by the commanding 
officer ? I think that is a matter in 
which a great number of people are 
interested. 

be personal. 
single one of those who have come back, 


People do not like exactly to | 
I myself do not know a/| 
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but I say that it is demoralising to talk 
about an inquiry into the losses, and into 
the actions which led to the disasters, 
when some of the officers who have been 
responsible for those disasters come home 
by the order of the Commander-in-Chief 
and at once take commands of high posi- 
tion in this country. That does seem to 
me a very extraordinary position. It 
seems to me that the duty of an officer, 
and especially a commanding officer, must 
be to be efficient in the field, and if these 
officers are sent home because they are 
not considered competent in the field, it 
is vital to the prestige of the Army, as 
affecting the recruiting and the position 
of the Army at home, that officers who 
are not fit to take command at the seat of 
war, should not be given high commands 
when they come to England. I am not 
a soldier, and Ido not profess to know 
anything about it, but I know perfectly 
well that in any other line of life such a 
result would not be possible. | Whether 
it is owing to the system of the War 
Office or some other reason I cannot say ; 
but I should like to have an answer from 
the Under Secretary of State, if he can 
give it, how this comes about, because I 
can assure him that it is talked about in 
many parts. It is absurd to talk about 
the reorganisation of the War Office and 
putting things in order if, when a man 
has shown himself not to be efficient and 
is sent home, he is given a position of re- 
sponsibility in this country. I do not 
wish in any way to say that anything 
personal has been charged against these 
gentlemen ; I have no doubt they are ex- 
cellent men and brave in all respects ; but, 
when they have been held to be unfit to 
remain in their commands on active ser- 
vice, it is demoralising to the service 
altogether that they should be given as 
high positions in England as if they had 
been successful in the field. I hope the 
hon. Gentleman will be able to give some 
explanation of this before the debate is 
over. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : 
No one will contest the principles laid 
down by the hon. Gentleman who has 
just spoken. It is difficult for us in some 
of these cases to form a judgment at pre- 
sent, but I venture to support the re- 
quest he has made that the Under 
Secretary of State should give us some 
information on the point this evening. 
There are one or two other questions 


which I should like to ask the Under 
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Secretary arising out of this. In the first 
place, can he tell us whether the £500,000 
referred to in the Vote has been spent 4 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There have been 
two sums of £500,000. There was the 
first £500,000, and the one now under 
consideration. 


Captain SINCLAIR: Will the hon. 
Gentleman tell us about the sum for 
settlers, and what the probable 
annual cost ot the garrison in South 
Africa will be? Are the settlers part of 
the garrison or not? What steps are 
being taken, if any, in the direction of 
this colonisation plan? For myself, with- 
out prejudging the matter, I cannot help 
confessing to considerable doubt as to 
whether any large enterprise of this kind 
is likely to be successful. I only hope 
that it may be found possible, because it 
will mean that that portion of the world 
would obtain a valuable ingredient to the 
population. For the guidance of the 
public it is very desirable in any enter- 
prise of this kind that we should know 
whether or not the hopes of the authori- 
ties concerned are really based on any- 
thing solid and substantial in regard to 
the matter. It must be a matter of in- 
terest to know for how long a period it 
will be necessary to maintain the garrison 
in South Africa, and I would ask the 
hon. Gentleman to translate into figures 
what the annual burder will be. An 
hon. Gentleman who spoke a short time 
ago hazarded the statement that in 
his opinion we were not very near 
the end of the war. Everyone who has 
studied this Estimate must realise that it 
is based on the assumption that we are 
near the end of the war. On this ques- 
tion I do not mean in any way to pin the 
hon. Gentleman or the Government to 
any definite opinion they have not ex- 
pressed ; but surely it is reasonable, when 
we are considering an Estimate which 
provides for gratuities, a large sum for 
medals, and other what may be called 
terminal charges for the whole enterprise, 
to assume that in the view of the Govern- 
ment at any rate, as Parliament is going 
to rise, we ought to look forward to 
those charges. The total sum taken for 
these terminal charges is £7,500,000. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer told us 
in the spring when bringing in the last 
war Estimate that he had estimated for 
the current expenses of the war until 

Capt. Sinclair. 
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30th September. If after that Estimate 
we have in the end of July an Estimate 
making provision for what are largely 
terminal charges, does not that imply to 
an ordinary man who looks at the matter 
that the Government at any rate do not 
think there is any obligation on them to 
look forward to any very long contanuance 
of the current expenditure ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
is really going off the rails. He has 
alluded to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, but he ought to keep in mind 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
announcement referred only to the actual 
money required. In Committee of Supply 
we have taken provision for war at fuil 
pressure for two months, and war at half 
pressure for six months, and this is the 
Supplementary Estimate. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer will have again 
to come to the House for Ways and 
Means, which is quite a different matter. 


Caprain SINCLAIR : I am very much 
obliged to the hon. Gentleinan for his ex- 
planation. I am sure his explanation is 
perfectly clear to those wo understand 
the intricacies, but to the ordinary man who 
is told by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that provision has been made for the war 
to the 30th September, I think the in- 
ference is that the Government do not 
look forward to a long continuance of the 
expenditure after that date. It must be 
remembered, no doubt, that the burden 
of the war since the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer made his statement has been 
greater than he or anyone expected The 
statement was made before the great out- 
break of enteric, before the great loss of 
life by disease, and before the reinforce- 
ments necessary to replace this loss were 
sent. I must confess to considerable sur- 
prise at finding that we have now provi- 
sion for the war being carried on at full 
pressure for two months and at half 
pressure for six months, and that we have 
“terminal charges” as well. I trust most 
sincerely that the estimate of the hon. 
Gentleman will not be exceeded, and | am 
sure that every Member in this House 
hopes that no further burden will be laid 
upon the Government or the country. I 
am not concerned myself to-night to erl- 
ticise the War Office. For my part, I 
agree very largely with the hon. 
Member who, said that the administra- 
tion of the War Department had done a 
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great deal more than we had any right 
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| is . ° . 
to call upon them or expect them to do. | and that is, it must undermine and impair 


I will reserve my right to criticise after- 
wards when we have fuller information. 
I can say that certainly on this occasion, 
just as on every other occasion since 
the beginning of this lamentable war, 
when the Government have come to the 
House for supply, I shall vote for the 
prosecution of the war. One reason why 
| think it very ditticult to criticise what 
has been going on in South Africa with 
any judgment at present is the entire 
lack of ofticial information. The hon. 
Gentleman who spoke last said he did 
not want the despatches. 


Mr. BARTLEY : I said not at present 
—not until the war is over. 


CapraIn SINCLAIR: I quite realise 
what the hon. Gentleman has said, but I 
regret that decision more than I can say. 
I think it is the greatest mistake from 
the point of view of the confidence of the 
country in the administration of the 
Government in carrying out this war. I 
do not want the despatches produced in 
order to give critics an opportunity for 
making attacks upon the Government in 
the very least. 1 daresay it will not be 
believed, but I say it honestly and frankly 
that I do think it is the greatest mistake 
in the world that the Government can 
make not to give us from time to time 
the despatches containing the intelli- 
gence in regard to what is going on in 
South Africa. The hon. Gentleman 
in a speech not long ago referred to cer- 
tain proceedings which the Government 
had been obliged to undertake, or, at 
least, to encourage, in order to stimulate 
the patriotism of the country, and to pro- 
duce a sufficient number of recruits. He 
described the proceedings which took 
place, and I agree with him that they 
would be considered insane in any other 
country. I cannot help thinking that 
some of the people of this country con- 
sidered them insane, or, at any rate, open 
to criticism. If you want the people of 
the country to form a sound and wise 
judgment as to the war, keep them in- 
formed. It is one of the liberties and 
rights of the country that they should be 
informed, responsible as they are in sup- 
porting the Government. It is the greatest 
regret to me that the Government have 
been so reticent in this matter of the pub- 
lication of the despatches. 
will have one effect—however much 


I ain sure it | 


the confidence of the country in the 
Government, and if anything is necessary 
in such a matter as this it is that the 
Government should be strengthened, not 
by the artificial means of withholding in- 
formation, but by full and unsparing 
intelligence. Our complaint is not con- 
fined to the non-publication of the 
despatches. It refers also to the 
censorship. Censorship which is purely 
military and for military purposes 
no one has any title or right 
to object to. It is absolutely neces- 
sary to an army in the field, and we must 
submit to the discretion of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, whoever he may be. 
When the censorship is no longer military 
but is also political—hecause that is what 
the censorship in South Africa has been 
—I believe it becomes a great danger. 
Again [I say that we cannot speak with 
full intelligence. I can produce to the 
Committee a number of telegrams which 
have nothing whatever to do with 
military operations, but relate to matters 
of business—communications going from 
this country to South Africa, entirely 
apart from military operations, which 
could not influence tactical or strategical 
operations in the least degree—which 
have been subjected to the censorship. 
That is the portion of the censorship to 
which I object in South Africa. 


Mr. WYNDHAM asked the hon. 
Member whether he complained of sup- 
pression or delay. 


Captain SINCLAIR: I complain of 
suppression. I have no doubt there has 
been delay. I complain not only of delay 
and suppression, but of editing and alter- 


ing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That happens here 
occasionally. 


Captain SINCLAIR: I can assure 
the hon. Gentleman that to my know- 
ledge there has been absolute suppression 
—that is to say, there has been suppres- 
sion of parts of telegrams. This may 
have been necessary, but it is a very 
strong step to take, and it shows what a 
serious business this has been. It shows 
the self-restraint which has been exercised 
in the country when attention has not 
been more freely directed to this. It is 
common knowledge that a meeting took 


place some months ago at which some 
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twenty Members of Parliament were | 


present. 
fore am not concerned personally. A 


message was sent out to South Africa, 


reporting that the meeting had taken 
place. It was not merely curtailed and 
altered, it was suppressed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Can you give the 
date ? 


Captain SINCLAIR: I wish I had 
brought the papers here to give full in- 
formation to the House. ‘The meeting 
was held at the Westminster Palace 
Hotel and was attended by twenty Mem- 
bers of Parliament, who expressed their 
views on South African affairs, which I 
imagine they had a perfect right to do. 
A message reporting the result of the 
meeting was sent to South Africa. I have 
evidence which I shall be glad to submit 
to the hon. Gentleman. I have a letter 
from the telegraph office saying that the 
telegram was not delivered, and whether 
it was ultimately delivered I cannot say. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the hon. 
Member will see that a charge of that 
kind should not be brought in this way. 
Ido not think he ought to say that a 
message was sent to South Africa convey- 
ing the result of a meeting unless he gives 
the contents of the message. 


Captain SINCLAIR: I shall be very 
glad to do so. Iam not fully prepared, 


| 
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I was not present, and there- message 1 


Captain SINCLAIR: The whole of 
the message. It is dated February 14th, 
1900. This was sent to “ News, Cape 
Town,” whichI understand is a telegraphic 
address. 

“To News, 

“Cape Town. Feb. 14th, 1900. 

“Influential conference Westminster to-day 
many Members Parliament delegates all parts 
support Bannerman, vigorous Liberal policy 
enthusiastically voted following Conference 
desires express appreciation strenuous efforts 
peace made by Cape and Natal Ministers, 
testifies deep sense difficulties forced upon 
colonists, especially severe strain inflicted 
upon Dutch by war with which Dutch entirely 
out of sympathy.” 

That is the message, and no one can say 
it is military ; it certainly seems to me to 
have no tactical or strategical importance. 
This is the letter which came from the 
Eastern Telegraph Company, Limited, 


‘dated “London, 28th February, 1900.” 


as I did not intend to speak on this sub- | 


ject, but the remarks of the hon. Gentle- 
man who preceded me suggested it to 
me. I shall be very glad indeed to give 
the Committee the facts. Let me look at 
the other side of the question. Not only 
has there been a great restriction of news 
going from here to South Africa, but there 
has also been a serious restriction in South 
Africa itself. I call attention to these 
matters because I think they should be 
known in order to give people materials 
for forming a sound judgment on the 
matter. I am not in a position to do 


more than complain about these matters. | 


Question after question has been put 
during the whole of this session on these 
matters—questions which were not hos- 
tile and which were not put in an inimical 
spirit—to which frank, straightforward 
answers would have immediately silenced 
criticism. I can now read to the Com- 
mittee the telegram to which I referred a 
few minutes ago. 


Captain Sinclair. 


' 


“ Dear Sir,—We have received advice from 
Cape Town to the effect that your telegram of 
14th inst. addressed ‘ News, Cape Town,’ has 
been stopped by the Government censor.” 

I will give the hon. Member another 

instance, and that is a telegram of con- 

dolence sent to Lady Symons by the late 

General Joubert. The telegram as 

it appeared in the press was as follows— 
“ Maritzburg, 26th Oct. 

“The following telegram was received by 
the General Officer Commanding at Lady- 
smith to-day from General Joubert: ‘In 
answer to your telegram of this date with 
reference to General Symons, | must express 
my sympathy and have to inform you that he 
was unfortunately badly wounded, died 
yesterday, and was buried. TI trust the great 
God will speedily bring to a close this unfor- 
tunate state of affairs in which so many valu- 
able lives have been and are being sacrificed, 
such as that of General Symons and others. 
I express my sympathy to Lady Symons on 
the loss of her husband.’ ’ 

The telegram, as sent, ran in this way in 
the latter portion— 

“TI trust the great God will speedily bring 
to a close this unfortunate state of affairs, 
brought about by unscrupulous speculators and 
capitalists who went to the Transvaal to obtain 
wealth, and in order to further their interests 
misled others and brought about this shameful 
state of warfare over all South Africa, in which 
so many valuable lives have been sacrificed, 
etc., ete.,” 


to the end, as published. That was 
a telegram in which General Joubert 
expressed his opinion—an opinion in 


_which no one here is called upon to 
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share. I do not, 
telegram, commit myself in the least to 
the opinion therein expressed, but I think 
it proves that the censorship has not been 
purely military, but has extended to 
matters political. I have other instances 
1 could bring before the Committee, but 
I think these are sufficient for my pur- 
pose, my sole object being to prove the 
existence of what appears to me to be a 
very serious state of things. The Govern- 
ment may have thought themselves en- 
titled to take these very grave steps; I 
only wish they had been frank with the 
House and said at a very early stage, 
“ Well, we have done these things; we 
have felt obliged to do them ; but we are 
perfectly willing to bear whatever re- 
sponsibility may attach to our action.” 
We find in South Africa, also, the pro- 
hibition of newspapers under martial law. 
At the present moment, two newspapers, 
and two newspapers alone which took a 
side opposed to the war--Ons Land and 
the South African News—have their cir- 
culation prohibited, not only in the Trans- 
vaal and the Orange River Colony, but 
also in large districts of Cape Colony. 
That seems to disclose a most serious 
state of things. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is aserious state 
of things; that is what makes the course 
of action necessary. 


Caprain SINCLAIR: The hon. Gentle- 
man is too experienced and far-seeing a 
man not to know that the liberty of the 
press is one of the essential liberties of 
persons living under the British constitu- 
tion. You may be doing a very dangerous 
thing in suppressing all expression of 
opinion, and you may be furthering your 
policy in but a very slight degree if you 
take such stringent and severe measures 
as these. But | brought these matters 
forward simply to justify my statement 
that we are not in a position properly to 
criticise the Government because of the 
severity of the censorship. 
perfectly ready to vote the money the 
Government ask for to-night, so far as 
the main purpose is concerned, I wish to 
say that I reserve my criticism in other 
respects. We have had very little infor- 
mation about China. We are asked to 
vote £3,000,000 for China. I do not 


want to be one of those who urge the 
Government to be aggressive in China— 
I know a little of the difficulties of their 
position at the present time ; but if the 


{27 JuLy 1900} (Supplementary) Estimate. 


by reading this hon. Gentleman can give us any further 


While I am | 


1598 


information as to how this money is to be 
spent and whether the Government have 
any grounds for believing that the limits 
of our expedition are known or can be 
estimated in any degree, I am sure it will 
be a satisfaction to the Committee. The 
Under Secretary drew a picture, per- 
fectly justifiably, of the activity of the 
present Administration in regard to Army 


affairs. But there is another side to all 
that. We must not forget what this Ad- 


ministration has brought in other re- 
pects. It has brought us an expenditure 
of £62,000,000 on this war; it has 
brought us in South Africa a state of 
affairs which is nothing less than a mili- 
tary despotism ; it has brought us to the 
beginning of a foreign roster in con- 
nection with the Indian Army. The 
balance, therefore, is not all on one side. 
Ido not lay these things solely at the 
door of the present Government, but I 
believe the spirit on which the Govern- 
ment have relied has been largely respon- 
sible for bringing us into these difficulties. 
This being the only opportunity we have 
of criticising the action of the Govern- 
ment, I have ventured to avail myself of 
it, and I hope the hon, Gentleman will 
give us some information in regard to the 
15,000 men who are to be settled in South 
Africa, the 30,000 whoare to be the gar- 
rison, and the expenditure with reference 
to the hutting. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I have no 
wish to follow the hon. Member into his 
general discussion of the relative merits 
of particular parties, of the censorship, 
or of the publication of despatches, but 
I must say that any abuse of the Govern- 
ment for withholding despatches comes 
with extremely bad grace from any gentle 
man sitting on the benches opposite. There 
has been but one fierce and determined 
attack by the Opposition upon Her 
Majesty’s Government, both in this House 
and in the country, during the whole 
course of the war, and that was made 
because they published certain despatches. 
The less, therefore, that hon. Gentlemen 


‘opposite say about the withholding of 


despatches the more it will redound to 
their own credit. But I rose to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
would answer a couple of questions. The 
first is whether he can give us any idea 


'as to how many of the Militia regiments 


— 


continue to be 
It may 


now embodied will 
embodied during the autumn. 
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be quite impossible for the hon. Gentle- 
man to answer, but it would be a great 
convenience to both officers and men if 
he could give some idea. The other 
question is whether he can give the 
Committee any information as to the 
intentions of the War Office in regard to 
the Volunteers and Imperial Yeomanry 
invalided home. I have no doubt the 
War Office will treat them with every 
consideration, and [ hope, as far as 
possible, they will be enabled to go to 
their homes and their friends. They 
enlisted for the war, and they have 
suffered very great hardships, to which, 
although they may have been un- 
avoidable, no one expected they would 
have been subjected. They are therefore 
entitled to every consideration, and I 
cannot help thinking that questions of 
this kind are of more interest to the 
country than any general abuse of Her 
Majesty’s Government. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) : Until the speech of the 
hon. Member for Forfarshire there had 
been no reference in the course of this 
debate to the important question of the 
provision for military operations in 
China between now and February next. 
Important though the affairs relating to 
South Africa may be, I venture to say 
that we are face to face to-day with a 
still graver situation in the great Eastern 
Empire of China, with its 400 millions 
of people. As I understand the explana- 
tion given by the hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary for War, there is pro- 
vided in the Vote under discussion a sum 
of £3,000,000 for military operations 
which may be necessary in upholding 
British rights and interests in China 
between now and next February. I 
cannot help noticing the enormous differ- 
ence hetween the preparations made in 
the case of South Africa and in the case 
of China. To assert British rights and 
interests in the South African Republics, 
with a population numbering lessthan that 
of the city of Manchester, it has been neces- 
sary to send out 200,000 men. In regard 
to China, where our commercial interests 
are of infinitely greater importance than 
in South Africa—we were told the other 
night that of the £70,000,000 of import 
and export trade of China to-day the share 
of the British Empire is no less than 
£43,000,000, with unlimited opportunities 
for expansion in the future—provision is 


Mr. Seely. 
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| being made for sending out only 11,000 


troops and 4,000 coolies. I venture to ex- 
press grave doubts as to whether that is an 
adequate provision for upholding our just 
rights and interests. I desire no aggres- 
sion upon China. The policy I advocate 
is that of preserving China for the 
Chinese, with equal opportunities for all 
nations to trade with her. With regard 
to what will happen when hostilities are 
over, and the question of settlement 
arises—which I hope will be in the diree- 
tion of setting up an enlightened and 
stable government of Chinese to govern 
the Chinese and the opening up of the 
country to the trade of all nations—I 
put this case to the Government: If we 
stand on one side now, and if Russia has 
50,000 troops on the ground, Japan 
50,000, and France and Germany between 
them perhaps another 50,000, and Great 
Britain with her £43,000,000 out of the 
£70,000,000 of trade only 11,000 troops, 
how much regard will these other nations 
pay to the opinion of Great Britain as to 
what the terms of that settlement should 
be? If we are to have a proper influence 
in deciding what that just and equitable 
settlement should be it is incumbent upon 
us that weshould take apropersharein the 
task of restoring orderinthat great Empire. 
My object is not to slay the Chinese or 
to advance upon Peking, as the German 
{mperor would have us do, as a matter 
of revenge. My object rather is that we 
should be to China what the most en- 
lightened and patriotic Chinamen have 
expected us to be—namely, the friend of 
China, the friend who would help China 
to resist unjust aggressions of nations 
like Russia and Germany on the integrity 
of the Chinese Empire. It is on these 
lines that I say it is the duty of this 
country to have an adequate naval and 
military force in China—-in the great 
Yang-tsze region, where, I believe, we 
have in the Vieeroys of Nankin, and 
Hunan, and Hupeh, enlightened and 
patriotic Chinamen, who are doing their 
level best to maintain order, and to pro- 
tect foreigners in the enormous territories 
over which they-rule. What is required 
is that a British force should be there, 
not only to assist them to maintain order, 
but to guarantee to them full protection 
in their persons, official position, and pro- 
perty,should there be at the close of hostili- 
ties any attempt made to subject them to 
punishment for their friendly, patriotic, 
and enlightened action. It is for these 
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reasons I believe the provision to be in- | 


adequate. 1 should have been much 
relieved if, instead of 11,000 we were 
going to send the full 22,000 men pro- 
vided for in the Vote; I should have 
been encouraged to hear from the Under 
Secretary of State that Her Majesty’s 
Government had included in this Vote 
the cost of transport for 10,000 British 
troops from South Africa to China ; I 
should have been glad to hear that, as in 
the case of South Africa, Her Majesty’s 
Government had made, if we cannot spare 
a sufficient number of native troops from 
India, an appeal to the Reserve forces—the 
Militia, Yeomanry, and Volunteers—of 
this country to offer themselves for 
service in upholding British interests in 


China. I am glad to see that New South 
Wales, without waiting to be asked, 


has undertaken to send a certain number 
of troors to assist in the military opera- 
tions in China, and Her Majesty’s 
Government might well have given our 
other patriotic colonies an opportunity 
to assist in upholding what are the 
commercial interests, not of England 
alone, but of the whole Empire. 
The fact is that we earnestly hope that 
these serious disturbances which have 
arisen in China will remain local and will 
die out as quickly as they arise. But 
who is there here who can confidently pre- 
dict that this outbreak of the Chinese 
against the foreign intruders will not 
assume larger proportions? 1 greatly 
justify the action of the Chinese because 
they have been exasperated beyond the 
limits of endurance by aggressions upon 
their territory from Russia and Germany, 
and those aggressions, in all probability, 
would not have taken place if Her 
Majesty’s Government had adopted a 
firmer policy. These complications are 
consequent upon the want of a firmer 
policy on our own part in regard to our 
responsibilities in China, and it is a duty 


that rests upon us now to give all the, 


necessary backing and assistance to China 
which we can, so that at the end of the 


trouble, this nation, at any rate, will, 
have borne a worthy part in upholding | 


that just principle of non-aggression upon 
Chinese territory, and thus show to the 
world that our only desire is to preserve 
China for the Chinese, and equal rights 
for all the nations to trade there. 


CoLtonEL WELBY (Taunton) said he , 


intended merely to refer to some of the 
military questions which had cropped up 
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in the course of the debate. One of those 
questions was the surrenders of British 
troops which had taken place in South 
Africa. Those surrenders were one of 
the most unaccountable things connected 
with this war, and it was a question 
which should be most thoroughly inquired 
into. He believed that in many cases 
these captures resulted from the want of 
fire discipline on the part of the men 
who had been isolated, who wasted 
their limited supply of ammunition. With 
magazine rifles their ammunition supply 
was very easily fired away. In many of 
these surrenders the British troops seem 
to have expended their ammunition some- 
what recklessly, and instead of being able 
to hold their positions by steady firing 
and the careful preservation of their 
ammunition, a very great deal was wasted, 
and consequently the men were put at 
an immense disadvantage. But, whatever 
the causes might have been, it seemed 
to him that the commanding officers who 
surrendered with those troops, and who 
were responsible for taking up those 
positions, and for the disposition of 
those troops, and making the prepara- 
tions for the advance, should most un- 
questionably be court-martialed ; because 
in a court-martial they got evidence 
which was sworn, and they could go 
thoroughly to the root of the whole 
question. He did not mean to say that 
otticers who had been temporarily in 
command should be tried, but whoever 
was responsible for taking up the position 
and the disposition of the troops in the 
place where they were surprised or 
captured should be tried by court-martial 
in the same way as a captain was tried 
for the loss of his ship. He believed 
that that rule in the Navy had been of 


the utmost importance in maintain- 
ing that firm determination to die 
rather than to surrender. With re- 


gard to the treatment of their men in 
South Africa, whatever failure there had 
been was the result of having to put 
something like 220,000 men in the 
field when they were only prepared 
to put perhaps 30,000 or 60,000 
men in the field. Therefore, it was 
clearly attributable to their faulty 
system. If there had been unnecessary 
suffering for want of proper medical 
treatment it was clearly the fault of 
their system and not the fault of in- 
dividuals. Personally he believed that 
‘their medical officers did the very best 
‘that was within their power. It had 
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been found necessary to attach young 
doctors to the service to meet the 
emergency. In any future reorgani- 
sation of the Army Medical De- 
partment he trusted that those respon- 
sible would take into consideration the 
advisability of giving to the Army 
medical officers more experience in the 
treatment of the various diseases and of 
wounds than they had in the past. He 
would suggest that in the future the 
Army Medical Staff should be able to go 
to the London hospitals or hospitals in 
other towns in order to increase their 
knowledge ; where they would be face to 
face with the teachings of modern 
medical science and so increase their 
knowledge and improve their power of 
taking care of the officers and men in 
the Army. The hon. Member for 
Central Shettield had _ referred to 
scouting. He wished to say that if 
scouting was to be properly done they 
would have to adopt an entirely new 
system. As one who had been a 
commanding officer he could say that 
not only was there no proper en- 
couragement given under the present 
system for training in this most valu- 
able part of cavalry manceuvres, but 
there was no proper time set apart for 
this important work. Scouting meant 
that they must use their horses and travel 
over avery large extent of country. He 
knew a case where a commanding officer 
was exceedingly keen about scouting, but 
when his regiment came to be inspected 
he was not praised for his scouting, but 
he was blamed because his horses were 
not in such a good condition. Practical 
scouting work meant incessant work for 
both horses and men, for they must be 
out all day, and they would have 
to put aside a great deal of show. 
Regiments were never praised for scout- 
ing work, and they never got any credit 
for it. If they were going to teach 
their cavalry how to scout well, and their 
infantry to shoot well, and to teach both 
how to use a spade and to be able to 
shelter themselves behind entrenchments 
they must entirely change the whole 
system, so that commanding officers would 
be encouraged to train in this respect. 
They would have to change the generals 
who were to judge these commanding 
officers. They required an entire change 
of system, and they must put aside some- 
thing of the show of the Army and look 
more to the practical side and judge regi- 


ments more by their real work. Many: 


Colonel Welby. 
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clouds were rising on the horizon. The 
Secretary of State said that we have no 
field army at home. He unhesitatingly 
said that the money which had been spent 
in forming Reserve battalions had been 
simply wasted. The Under Secretary had 
spoken of the men who would soon re- 
turn to this country from South Africa. 
We might find ourselves face to face 
with a war against a great continental 
nation. Therefore, it was necessary that 
those men should take their places imme- 
diately in a great framework. Those 
troops would return to this country simply 
as battalions, and there would really be 
no proper field force in this country. 
Nobody could doubt the ability of the 
Under Secretary for War, and the War 
Office could not have found a more able 
and brilliant advocate, for they all recog- 
nised his ability. They all recognised 
his power and his devotion to the work, 
but he would go so far as to say that he 
believed, in this critical time, when they 
had a great war on their hands in South 
Africa, and when there was a_ possibility 
of a rising in China, it would have been 
better for this country if no such able 
advocate as the Under Secretary had been 
found to defend the War Office. In that 
case the War Office, in all its nakedness, 
would have been before the country ; but 
the hon. Gentleman had, by his skill and 
gift of language, thrown a screen over 
the War Office and over its misdoings 
which to him was a proof of his great 
ability and his great talent, but he ven- 
tured to say that those abilities might be 
to the detriment of his country. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 
Several hon. Members who have spoken 
have made a demand that some guarantee 
should be given by the Under Secretary 
with regard to an inquiry into the 
mistakes that have been made in the 
course of the South African campaign. 
The demand for that inquiry has been 
made not from this side of the House 
alone but also from hon. Members on the 
opposite side, and this demand is shared 
by all parties in the State and by public 
opinion outside. There have been mis- 
takes in the course of this campaign in 
South Africa which have been absolutely 
inexcusable. We have had surrenders, 
disasters, and mistakes which, to put it 
mildly, call for the closest inquiry. In 
my humble judgment the Government are 
not to be blamed for tactical mistakes, 
but they are to be blamed if they do not 
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realise that there is an opinion outside 
which demands afuller inquiry than that 
which has yet been promised into these 
disasters. The Magersfontein disaster 
and others present themselves vividly to 
our minds. Some well-informed persons 
hold the opinion that those disasters 
could have been avoided, and they also 
consider that the enormous number of 
men who have surrendered is something 
extraordinary and demands an explana- 
tion. We are entitled to demand before 
this debate closes some assurance from 
the Government that those generals 
who have made these mistakes will 
have to pay the penalty of those errors 
which have resulted in the loss of so many 
valuable lives. My complaint is that, in- 
stead of making these inquiries, the men 
who have made these mistakes have been 
given important appointments simply 
because they have made those mistakes. 
Some of them have been given most im- 
portant commands over here. Do the 
Government think that that is going to 
satisfy public opinion? Here you have 
men who have undoubtedly been the 
cause of these disasters in South Africa, 
who have been recalled, and they have 
heen given most important commands 
over here. No doubtthe War Office may 
be able togivea proper explanation of their 
attitude upon this matter, but public 
opinion outside is entitled to say that, 
until we know that the inquiry has been 
held and its result made known, and 
until we know what evidence has been 
given on behalf of these men, they cer- 
tainly ought not to be entrusted with 
important commands in this country. 
We have not had a full and square 
promise from the Government of any 
such inquiry into these mistakes. 
It will not do to let this matter 
go on for a year or two. The 
public opinion of Scotland will not be 
satisfied about Magersfontein until we 
know who is responsible for that great 
mistake. And so with the other unfor- 
tunate disasters of the campaign. One 
fact which this debate brings home to our 
minds more clearly is the gigantic nature 
of the task which this House committed 
itself to when it passed £10,000,000 for 
the South African campaign. It has 
shown us that we must not attach too 
much importance to what Gentlemen say 
from the Front Bench as to what a war is 
going to cost. The Leader of the House 
has said that upon this subject the 
Government knew no more than the 
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man in the street. They asked us for 
£10,000,000 for a start, and here we are 
nine or ten months afterwards, and we 
have got up to £61,000,000, which we 
are told is required to provide for the 
campaign up to the end of February next. 
I have one or two questions to ask about 
that. We ought upon such an occasion 
as this to have, with the sources of infor- 
mation at their disposal, something like a 
reliable opinion as to how long this war 
is going to last. I notice that the Under 
Secretary smiles at that question, but we 
are generally treated with a smile when 
we ask for information. If the Minister 
responsible comes down here and asks for 
another £11,000,000 after the war has 
been going on for eight months, is it too 
much to ask whether he considers this 
amount is going to be sufficient ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The whole of this 
money is not for the carrying on of the 
war. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I have read the Par- 
liamentary Paper, and I could not possibly 
have made that mistake, for I have heard 
the different interruptions made by the 
hon. Member in the course of this debate. 
I did not assume that all this money was 
for the carrying on of the war, but what 
I want to know is whether the hon. 
Gentleman intends coming down again 
for any additional sum for the South 
African campaign. Will he promise us 
that we shall have no more demands made 
upon us for this war ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Upon the intro- 
duction of this Estimate, I stated that 
there were two factors which could not be 
determined, and they were China and 
South Africa. I stated that in regard to 
these two factors it was impossible to 
give an accurate forecast of our require- 
ments beyond the end of February. 


Mr. DALZIEL: The hon. Member 
says that he does not know, so far as 
China is concerned, what is going to 
happen, and we are all painfully aware 
of that fact. We shall know more about 
it when this Parliament is a little older. 
The hon. Member will not, of course, be 
able to give us an absolutely authoritative 
opinion as to how long the war is going 
to last, but we have a right to expect, 
now that we have both capitals in our 
hands and over 200,000 men on the spot, 


| an opinion as to whether or not we are 


to be asked for another Estimate. We 
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are asked to pass this money, and in the 
view of the Government it will provide 
for the campaign up to the end of 
February. But why to the end of 
February? I presume this House will | 
meet again about the middle of January, 
and why should we provide to the end of 
February, when most people expect that 
the House will before that time be called 
upon to vote that money if it is found 
to be necessary ? The Goverament 
have no right to make such a demand 
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upon the House of Commons. They 
have a right to ask for sufficient 


money to provide for their require- 
ments to the end of this session, and 
uatil the ordinary time which Parlia- 
ment assembles. I should like the Under 
Secretary to give us a little more informa- 
tion on that point. With regard to the 
gratuities, I do not know whether they 
are intended to be a complete Estimate so 
far as this campaign is concerned. I 
trust also that the War Office will give 
their close attention to the question of 
the treatment of the sick and wounded on 
their return from South Africa. Anyone 
who goes about very much must have 
noticed the sickening spectacle of so many 
wounded soldiers and officers who are to 
be met with everywhere, and who bring 
painfully to mind the effects of this cam- 
paign. I think the Government will be 
supported by public opinion and by ali 
parties in anything they may do to pro- 
vide for the comfort of these men in the 
future. We know that at present there 
is a lot of sympathy for them, but not 
much money, and I desire that the 
Government should appoint a_ special 
Committee to inquire into the manner in 
which these wounded soldiers are to be 
provided for when this campaign is over. 
It will take a great deal of money | 
to provide for these unfortunate men in a | 
proper manner. We all know that, at the | 
time a large number of these deaths took 

place in the war, almost invariably a 

certain amount of money was due to 

these soldiers. I wish to ask what steps 

the Government take in the case of | 
privates to whom sums of money are due | 
at the time of their death. I understand 

that the practice has been to advertise in 

certain newspapers, which are not always | 
read by the people who should benefit by | 
the amount that is due to these privates. 

I would suggest to the Under Secretary 

that he should give his consideration to | 
this question, in order to make it easier | 
for the relatives of deceased soldiers to 


Mr. Dalziel. 
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know what amount of money can be 
claimed. With regard to remounts, I 
should like to ask whether proper pre- 
cautions are taken, in connection with the 
purchase of horses, to see that they are 
satisfactory from the point of view of the 
country to which they are being sent and 
the nature of the campaign which they 
have to undergo. I know that in certain 
parts of Scotland certain gentlemen paid 
prices for horses which were altogether 
beyond the mark. A large number of 
the horses purchased on behalf of the 
War Office were sent to Liverpool, and 
a large number of them were never 
shipped at all, but were rejected upon 
arrival at Liverpool. I should also like 
to know whether the Under Secretary is 
prepared to meet the demand which has 
been made in reference to this disparity 
in the pay of the soldiers in South Africa. 
It is a curious thing that Tommy Atkins, 
who has gone from this country, only 
gets about ls. 3d. per day, whereas if he 
happened to have enlisted in South 
Africa, he would have got something like 
5s. or 5s. 6d. a day. [do not wish to 
underestimate the loyalty of our Colonial 
troops, but if a Colonial soldier is paid 
5s. a day for doing the same work as 
Tommy Atkins, I think there is a case 
made out for an increase in the pay of 
Tommy Atkins. I should like the Under 
Secretary to tell us how it comes about 
that our Colonial troops are paid so much 
more than our own privates, and I should 
be interested to hear whether he can give 


(Supplementury) Estimate. 


/ some increased pay to these men who are 


so nobly fighting our battles. I have 
only one other question to ask, and it is 
whether the Under Secretary  con- 
templates that there will be complete 
provision made for China so far as 
this Vote is concerned. I asked this 
question before, but I did not receive a 
satisfactory reply. It seems to me that 
the Government have totally failed to 
realise the importance of the situation. If 
the Government had been fully alive to 
the situation I do not believe that the 
present state of affairs would have 
occurred at all. I do not believe, if the 
Government had shown a little more fore- 
sight, that all this valuable time would 
have been lost, which has resulted, it 
must be feared, in the unfortunate mas- 
sacres at Peking. I do hope that the 
Under Secretary will give us some sort 
of assurance that* the Government are 
fully alive to their responsibilities in 
regard to China. 
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*Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth) said he | 
wished to call attention to the treatment | 
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of the 13th Imperial! Yeomanry, com- | 
monly called “The Duke of Cambridge’s | 


Own,” who were captured at Lindley and 
taken prisoners by the Doers. 
they had to surrender through no fault of 


their own, but they did expect that when | 


those men had been captured they 
should be treated with a _ little 
humanity by the enemy, for all Boer 
prisoners had been treated by this 
country with great consideration. When 
the 13th Imperial Yeomanry  ar- 
rived at Kroonstad they received an 
order from General Colville at Lindley to 
proceed to join him at Lindley, which was 
forty miles distant, on the following 
day. They had already ridden fifteen 
miles, but they set off immediately and 
rode through the whole of the night and 
arrived at Lindley on the Sunday morn- 
ing. The advance guard entered the 
town without seeing any of the enemy 
and expected to find there the general 
who had sent for them. 
general was there, and they had not been 
given a word of warning. The Boers 
had obscured themselves inside the 
houses and they waited until the advance 
guard arrived in the market place when 
they deliberately fired them down. The 
colonel saw his advance guard in trouble 
and so he withdrew his force and secured 
a good position behind two kopjes. 
There his little band of between some 
300 and 500 men, who had started out 
with only one day’s rations, had to fight 
for four days and four nights against 


the Boers without the assistance of 
artillery, although the Boers used | 
artillery against them. At last all | 
their ammunition was spent and) 


they had to surrender. During those 


four days Colonel 


Colville would be to tell him he was in 
trouble. 
Lord Methuen, who arrived at Lindley 


only to find that the rebel forces had left 
and had taken the Yeomanry as prisoners | 
They were then taken across | 


off to Reitz. 
the Vaal into the Transvaal and they 
crossed the line before General Buller 
arrived there. They must have been 


taken a distance of about 150 miles, and 
they had heard nothing about them since. 
It was some seven weeks ago that this 
surrender took place, and they had no | 
information up to this very date as to 
whether these English prisoners were 


VOL. LXXXVI. 
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No doubt | 


But no such | 


Spragge sent off) 
messengers to where he supposed Colonel | 


His message was conveyed to_ 
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| compelled to march the whole of that dis- 
tance on foot, or how they got there at 
all. They knew that a great many of 
them were weak and sick, ‘and had to be 
left behind. The prisoners who were 
left at Reitz were put over the Natal 
border, and arrived at Ladysmith in a 
starved and naked condition. They had 
been credibly informed that there was 
nothing like adequate medical service 
where the British prisoners had been con- 
fined, and that the food supplied them 
was inferior and insufficient. It seemed 
to him that they ought to be able to alle- 
viate all this suffering in some way. 
In the same papers which told them of 
this want of information in regard to 
these prisoners they were informed that 
from day to day Boer prisoners were well 
treated, and that even the Boers were able 
to obtain medical assistance and medical 
comforts for their wounded from the Bri- 
tish troops. He knew that the Under Secre- 
tary had sent a telegram to the Boers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: What more can 
we do? 

*Mr. KIMBER said he was aware that 
if an English messenger was sent unarmed 
he might be refused admission, and might 
be shot as a spy, but had the Foreign 
Office made any real effort? Was the 
Foreign Minister willing to give him a 
letter if he would undertake to find 
someone who would try and get it 
through to the enemy? It was an extra- 
ordinary thing that seven weeks should 
have elapsed without being able to get any 
information as to the condition of those un- 
fortunate prisoners, and he thought they 
were entitled to expect some better effort 
'on the part of the War Office. If the War 
Department could not do it why not try 
another department? He trusted that some 
method would be found by which infor- 
mation could be obtained in regard to 
those unfortunate prisoners of war. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
lee): I am most unwilling to add tc the 
long list of questions which the Under 
Secretary has to answer. We have had 
three Army Estimates in which the ex- 
| penditure relating to the war in South 
Africa has been dealt with, but I have 
not been able to gather from the state- 
ment made to-night what will be the total 
/ normal expenditure on the Army for this 
| year apart from China and apart from 
South Africa, and I also want to know 
| what is the normal expenditure which we 
|may expect next year and the year 
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following. I daresay the hon. Member | 
will be able to give us that figure without | 
much trouble. We have lately been dis- | 
cussing the Navy Estimates, and we know 

that this year, taking into account the ex- | 
penditure on naval works, the Navy 
expenditure amounts to £30,000,000. I 
should like the hon. Gentleman to tell us 
in the same way, including the expendi- | 
ture on military works, what he estimates | 
to be the total expenditure of the Army | 
for this year. We want to know what 
we have got to look forward to. 
That is the only specific question 
which I wish to address to the hon. Gen- 
tleman, but there are one or two other 
points upon which I should like to say a 
tew words, A good deal has been said 
about the necessity of an inquiry into the 
general conduct of the war. My right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition 
spoke in a rather depreciatory manner of | 
inquiries which were made under similar 
circumstances, but he showed very clearly 
that the Government began with what 
was equivalent to a promise that there 
should be a general inquiry into the 
whole conduct of the campaign. I 
will assume, for the purpose of my 
present argument, that this war was in- 
evitable, and that the diplomacy of the 
Colonial Secretary had nothing whatever 
to do with it, and that it was forced 
upon us by actions for which we in this 
country were not responsible, but of 
which we had an intelligent anticipation. 
One of the subjects of such an inquiry 
would undoubtedly be the preparation | 
made for this “inevitable” war by those 
who twelve months ago were in charge of 
the destinies of the Empire. I have 
endeavoured to procure some evidence 
bearing upon that point, and the hon. Gen- 
tleman has answered the inquiry I made 
by the Return which he gave the other | 
day about the amount of warlike stores 

which had been borrowed by the Army 

from the Navy. That Return was esti- 

mated to the end of the year, and, there- 

fore, I am not surprised that the amount 

is very small. I thought the Army had 

borrowed from the Navy to a much larger 

extent than this account shows. At the 

hottom of the Return there is a note which 

says— No information has been received | 
as to the amount of ammunition, stores, 
spare parts, &c., transferred in South 
Africa.” Until we know how much the 
Army had to borrow from the Navy in 
South Africa, we are not in a position to 
say how much the Army was behind its | 

Mr. Edmund Robertson, 
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proper state of preparation and how much 
it had to depend on the Navy at the 
beginning of the campaign. About six 
months ago we not only had to borrow 
naval guns for land service, but we 
had to borrow searchlights, and the 
hon. Gentleman could not give me any 


| information as to why the Army had to 


borrow searchlights. Therefore, until 
that Return is made complete by including 
South African borrowings as well as others, 
we cannot say how much the prepara- 
tions of the Navy contributed to make up 
for the want of preparation of the Army 
in the initial stages of this war. If 
there is to be a kind of general inquiry, 
this ought to be one of the subjects to 
be inquired into. Surely when the 
opinion of the country has got to be 
taken upon the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government in South Africa, one of the 
things upon which the country should be 


/advised is not merely the state of your 


medical arrangements, upon which you 
have appointed a Royal Commission, but 
also the general preparation of the 
Government for this campaign and the 
general conduct of it. Ido not see how 
this House can come to ai:y conclusion on 
the subject unless that information is 
before us. Not only is a general inquiry 
desirable and necessary, but if I may 
venture to speak of the examples set by 
the little connection I have had with the 
sister service, I should say there is a case 
for demanding a special inquiry into 
these disasters. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
Koorn Spruit. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I will 


not mention Koorn Spruit. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I will. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : If one 
of Her Majesty’s ships is lost or stranded, 
that is a crime on the part of the officer 
whose negligence has caused it, for 
which that officer can be put on 
his trial. It is a crime followed by 
severe punishment if any person de- 
liberately or by negligence loses or 
hazards one of Her Majesty’s ships. 
There is another provision which says 
that where no specific charge can be 
brought against any officer or man the 
charge is to be preferred against all of 
them, and all of them may be called upon 
to answer that charge. Ido not know 


enough about military law to say whether 


there is any similar provision for the 
Army, but I cannot for my life distinguish 
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between the losing, hazarding, or strand- 
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ing of a ship and the loss of a convoy or | 


a regiment, or one of those disasters which 


have occurred so often in the course of | 
this war. Let me take a specific instance. | 


One of the earliest disasters in this war 
was the disaster at Nicholson’s Nek. 


Sir George White, the commander in| 
charge there, most gallantly and honour- | 
ably took upon himself the whole respon- | 


sibility for that failure. I well remember 
the vindictiveness with which the disap- 
pointed stockbrokers and halfpenny news- 
papers attacked Sir George White when all 
that was known of the facts was simply that 


the disaster had occurred and that Sir | 


George White took the whole responsi- 
bility. Sir George White was afterwards 
locked up in Ladysmith, but that does 
not do away with the necessity for an 
inquiry. What has happened since? I 
will not dwell upon the jingo ovations 
which Sir George White received upon 


his arrival in this country from those | 


people who formerly denounced him, 
which I think he accepted much too 
readily. Surely the man who was 
responsible for that disaster should not 
have gone about receiving these compli- 
ments for what he had done. Surely 
something is due to the Army and the 
country in a matter of this kind. Sir 
George White, having gone through these 
ovations, has now been appointed to a 
high command, and I do not believe there 
has been any inquiry into this loss at 
Nicholson’s Nek, which is on all fours 
with the loss of Her Majesty’s ship 
“ Victoria,” which was commanded by Sir 
George Tryon. I notice that there are 
some hon. and gallant Members present 
who have been connected with the Navy, 
and I would ask them what would have 
happened if Sir George Tryon had sur- 
vived the terrible disaster in the Mediter- 
ranean ? Supposing he had come forward 
and said, “Nobody is to blame but 
myself,” would he not have been put on 
trial? Would there have been no inquiry ? 
Not only would there have been an 
inquiry, but every officer on board 
would have been put upon trial. This 
is the. discipline of the Navy, and 
I do not know why similar disci- 
pline should not prevail in the Army. 
If discipline in the Army is the same as 
discipline in the Navy, then I would ask 
why that which would undoubtedly have 
taken place in the Navy has not taken 
place in the Army. Has it taken place 
or is it going to take place? I do not 
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'know whether any hon. Member will 
| say that there is any real difference 
| between the responsibility of an officer 
| at Nicholson’s Nek and the responsi- 
bility of a naval officer on the “ Victoria,” 
which was lost six years ago. I will 
leave the point where it is, trusting that 
the hon. Gentleman in his reply will 
say something about it. The only other 
observation I want to make relates to 
the status of officers in Her Majesty’s 
Army. I addressed some observations 
to the Committee on that subject six 
months ago, at the beginning of the 
session. At that time disasters like 
that of Nicholson’s Nek were fresh in 
the memory of the people, and had 
made a vast impression on them. They 
had made the impression that however 
good the rank and file might be the 
officers did not appear to be adequate to 
the work. It was not my impression, 
but I could easily refer to the journal- 
istic literature of the time to show that 
that was the general impression. I call 
the hon. Gentleman’s attention to this, that 
vastly important as the duties of an officer 
of the Army are, we appear for many years 
past, although purchase has been abolished, 
to have limited ourselves to a smal 
class of the population for recruiting the 
officer staff of the Army, and we have 
done so by the most reprehensible and 
the most vulgar of all possible standards. 
We have established between the safety 
and honour of the country and the 
Army an ignoble and detestable standard 
—the money competency of the officer. 
We know that, in the main, our system 
up to this point has apparently been that 
no man shall serve the Queen as an officer 
unless he has, in addition to the meagre 
pay provided for him in the lower ranks, 
an income of -his own sufficient to defray 
the customary expenses of his position. 
I say, from the information I have, and 
which I believe still to be true, that we 
pay salaries to the officers which are too 
small, and that in the face of these small 
salaries we permit and even encourage 
expenditure which is incompatible with 
life in the service. No man but a rich 
man can enter the Army—no man, I 
believe, who is not in a position to have 
something from his parents or relations 
in addition to his pay, and the hon. 
Gentleman himself was candid enough to 
acknowledge the truth of this indictment, 
so far as the cavalry is concerned. I 
venture to doubt whether the hon. Gentle- 
man remembers it, because he has shaken 
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his head. I remember very well, with 
regard to the cavalry, he said it was a 
scandal that a man could not be an officer 
unless he had £500. year. Has he done 
anything to amend that state of things? 
Has the Government, which through him 
acknowledged this scandal in the cavalry 
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six months ago, done anything to 
remove that scandal? The — hon. 
Gentleman is apparently inclined to 


deny my right to refer again to the 
matter. The cavalry is an important 
arm, and the weakness of the cavalry is 
one of the causes of the disasters we have 
suffered in this war, and in the face of 
history I am entitled to repeat what ! 
said before. Now we know that that 
which was an admitted scandal six months 
ago in the cavalry is a scandal still, and 
unless we have some assurance on that 
point from him I must assume that it is 
the intention that it shall remain. The 
cavalry is not the only branch of the 
service in which this so-called scandal 
obtains. I consider it is a scandal in any 
branch of the Army if an officer from his 
earliest days is not able to live on his pay 
so as to meet all the expenses which are 
customary and proper. I should like to 
impress upon the House that this is not 
a matter of scandal merely, but it isa 
matter of safety. I have seen many letters 
in the newspapers on the subject, and one 
in particular struck me. It was from one 
who described himself as “A Country 
Gentleman.” It was a great grievance to 
him that he could no longer afford to pay 
his family in the Army. It goes far be- 
yond that. Not only has a country gentle- 


man the right to send his son into the | 


Army, but the country  gentleman’s 


gardener or any other servant has the | 


right to do the same, and if a young 
man has the right to take that position 
he should be paid in a manner to 
enable him to live. If you do not 
do that you are barring _ talent 
out of the Army, as in so many other 
branches of the public service, on the 
vulgar ground that the person possessing 
it has not money enough to support the 
position. I want to press the hon. Gentle- 
man for an answer on this matter, which 
I pronounce to be not only a scandal 
but a danger to the public safety. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think those who 
have listened to the last speech, and who 
remember what I ventured to say in intro- 
ducing this Vote in the afternoon, will 
almost agree with me that I was well 
advised in making a self-denying ordi- 


Mr. Edmund Robertson 
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nance when I said that I did not intend 
to repeat the things I said on the pre- 
vious Estimates. What is the use of such 
repetition ? This question of the pay of 
otticers in the Army, and more particu- 
larly of the cavalry officers, I have dealt 
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with on the Estimates at an_ earlier 
period. Moreover, I have gone further 


than the hon. Gentleman who has just 
addressed the Committee, for I have 
made a calculation by which I find that, 
quite apart from any expenditure on 
pleasure, the cavalry ofticer who lived the 
life of a convict, and never went out of 
his barracks, would have to spend about. 
£130 a year out of his own money, in 
addition to his pay, inorder to discharge 
his obligations. The hon. Member has, if 
the term is not an un-Parliamentary one, 
made an Old Bailey point. (‘ Hear, hear,” 
and cries of “ Order.”) I thought I was 
entitled to use that expression. The hon. 
Member said “ What have you done?” 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: What are 


, in: 1 
you going to do ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: And therefore by 
that it appears he means that the Com- 
mittee are to hold that a Supplementary 
“stimate is the proper instrument for 
bringing forward a legislative proposal 
which affects the Estimate of the year ; 
he knows perfectly well, however, that 
there is no precedent to justify the 
bringing forward any proposal — such 
as, for example, the granting of a 
further allowance to ofticers in their 
quarters or any similar proposal 

which might diminish the charge falling 
| on them, except upon the Estimates of the 
| Year ; he knows perfectly well that until 
the Estimates of the year fall in no 
| Minister would tell the Committee in one 
financial year what the department were 
likely to propose in the next financial 
year. The whole of the last six minutes 
| of his speech were devoted to a point 
| which I really do not think ought to be 
made in that Committee when they are 
assembled here to deal with another 
matter. I should like to thank my right 
hon. and gallant friend the Member for 
North-east Manchester for the generous 
and most just reply which he made to 
certain attacks which have this evening 
been directed against the Secretary of 
|State for War. I think that the 
j|language he used was so good that 
his sentiments [laughter]—yes, it is 
|not an easy thing to repel attacks of 
the kind that have been delivered. [Mr. 
MAcNEILL interjected a remark which 
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did not reach the gallery.}] I hope that | careful attention and most strenuous 
the hon. Gentleman opposite will not’ effort at the end of the war. But we 
interrmpt me. The words which fell from | cannot do this now. In my belief no 
my right hon and galJant friend were, [| increase of pay, no exaltation of rank 
think, echoed in the sentiments of all) can be expected in time of peace to 
those who listened to him. Let us con- | attract a sufficient number of young, keen 
sider the nature of these attacks. It is| and ambitious men to fill up the places 
said that the Secretary of State for) that must be filled up in time of war. 
War has been in oftice five years, , You might offera young man £500, £700, 
and that he has not achieved every-| or £800 a year, but he is not going to 
thing which ought to have been achieved. bury himself under a cloud in time of 
But during the whole of the debate peace at any military centre to attend 
Member after Member has risen and said a few hundred men suffering from the 
that my noble friend has done more than customary ailments of this country. He 
any of his predecessors upon the very wishes to work in the country. He is 
question of the Army Medical Corps, perfectly ready to work for little or no 
which has been in the forefront of the remuneration in the slums of a great 
discussion. One Member said, “You city or in the wards of a great hospital. 
should return to the regimental system.” He wants the practice and experience 
Another said, “ You should not have given necessary for a successful career. There- 
titles to the Royal Army Medical Corps.” | fore, I have myself come to the conclusion 
Proposals have been made, but they have | that instead of striving to expand the 
been diverse and even opposite. We establishment of the Army Medical Corps 
have the assurance from the hon. Member in time of peace to be adequate for the 
for West Aberdeenshire that more has time of war, it will perhaps be necessary 
been done for the Royal Army Medical to havea very efficient and highly trained 
Corps by the present Secretary of State Army Medical Corps, and to make appli- 
than any other. Then, again, I ask, cation to the great hospitals throughout 
what is the use of coming down with the country to know in time of peace what 
all this against the Secretary of State for men will be ready in time of war, or 
War because the establishment of the when you have a great concentration of 
Army Medical Corps is not adequate to troops in camp, to come forward and 
the situation? He has proposed an, work for the Army as they would work 
establishment higher than ever pre- in a great city in time of pestilence. I 
viously existed and has not heen able to do not know whether this is the oppor- 
obtain the number of officers he requires. tunity for submitting such conclusions, 
It is said that the rewards that are offered but some such idea as that must underlie 
are not sufficient, but, acting on the the whole of our future policy in respect 
advice of his military advisers, he has tothe Army. If it is impossible in time 
gone further than any of his predecessors of peace to secure men for your establish- 
in the way of offering inducements to ment it will also be difficult in time of 
tempt young physicians to enter the Army war. You must secure doctors and 
Medical Corps. When it is a matter of chaplains in time of peace by means of 
common knowledge that the great medical a retaining honorarium, and claim their 
schools have boycotted the Royal Army services in time of Imperial crisis. 
Medical Corps for years in order to exact, After what I have said, 1 think hon. 
if I may put it so, military rank, and) Members generally must feel that the 
when their wishes have been met by the attacks upon the Secretary of State are 
Secretary of State for War, is it fair to most unjust. Since he has been respon- 
attack the Secretary of State because he sible for the War Office, before the war 
has not sufficient officers to meet the or the rumour of war, my noble 
situation ? I will not dwell upon this, for friend, with the Under Secretary, now at 
the point has already been threshed out, | the Foreign Office, was able to persuade 
and what is to be said on either side is well Parliament to increase the home estab- 
known to every member of the Committee. | lishment by 25,000 men ; they secured the 
Ir. view of the efforts made to increase | great measure for acquiring land on Salis- 
the Army Medical Corps, in view of the | bury Plain at a great cost; they have 
fact that the establishment voted has not | provided more money for rifle ranges 
been reached, I myself am convinced that | than any of their predecessors ; they 
this is one of those questions of reorgani-| undertook the question of coast arma- 
sation which demand from us our most ments, and millions have been voted year 
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by year to give the country modern guns { be made specifically ; that the Government 
in place of the obsolete armaments we | must be told what that message was ; and 
found when the present Government took | the hon. Member was good enough to 
otfice. I could goon, but I have travelled | read the terms of that message. 
over that ground before, but I do feel that Caprain SINCLAIR: May I ask the 
it is unjust and unfair to attack the pre- : 
sent Secretary for War, who in his period 
of office has really done more than any 
of his predcessors in the way of bringing deonsell 4 Wien % 
points before Parliament and getting them eer , 
settled. There is really nothing to add| | MR. WYNDHAM : I did not remember 
upon this, but there is another point upon | that, but Tam very glad the hon. Member 
which I have a word or two to say. | has given the terms of the message to- 
Rumours have from time to time reached | night. I cannot really carry them all in my 
me, and I am glad at last to know what head, but some of them were to the effect 
really is the charge made against the | that twenty Liberal Membersof Parliament 
exercise of the censorship in South Africa, | infavourof avigorous Liberal policy wished 
There has been a great deal of mystifica- | 10 xpress their sympathy for the Dutch m 
tion over it, and when I said in the debate the strain tc which they were subjected. 
the other day that letters of pressmenhad} Ca prain SINCLAIR: If the hon. 
not been censored, I was rudely inter-| Gentleman quotes, perhaps he would be 
rupted. In order that the House should | kind enough to quote correctly. The 
be in full possession of the facts the corre- | terms were “Dutch colonists,” “ subjects 
— a to the _ of 7 cen- | of the Queen in South Africa.” 
sorship has been published, anda It con- | se . ‘ 
tains a very tom letter from Sir) Mr. WYNDHAM : That is the whole 
Redvers Buller, in which he said that | Pont of it. The hon. Member asks 
no man liked interfering with the corre- | whether there would be any objection to 
spondents less than he did, but that he | such a message being published in this 
found that without the censorship his | country. None at all. It Is In terms 
plans were invariably disclosed, but that t0 Which we often listen in this 
when it was applied a few days before an | House; but if the hon. Member were 
important'operation his plans were not dis- | himself the censor in South Africa, and 
closed, and were therefore successful. Can | he found 10,000 of these very Dutch in 
it be said, when the total of our casualties 4 State of rebellion, and some 30,000 or 
amounts to 20,000 or 30,000 men, that 40,000 more trembling on the verge of 
such an exercise of the censorship is rebellion and being persuaded to take the 
unreasonable? So far, the hon. Member fatal step by precisely that kind of in- 
for Forfar agrees with me, I believe. “ote “orate = _ soem 
: hp ee , vefore lishing ? course he 
CAPTAIN SINCLAIR: May I remind youd, ie would have said “ This is nota 
the hon. Gentleman that it was on my telegram which ought to be published at 
motion on behalf of an hon. friend that | 4j);Va) North.” The hon. Member gave 
that correspondence was produced 1 another illustration. He said that a tele- 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, after I had | gram from General Joubert to Lady 
offered it three or four times. Although Symons had been presented in an altered 
many questions of a vague character were | form. He read the telegram in the form 
addressed to me about the censorship no | in which it was received. No word which 
very great keenness was exhibited to) redounded to the good judgment and 
come down to the facts ; and I am not good heart of General Joubert had been 
surprised, for what are the facts? This omitted. The words omitted were those 
correspondence was published, and the hon. which declared that the whole of the war 
Member has to-night disclosed the whole | was due to the unscrupulous operations 
of this atrocious business. He said there | of speculators on the Stock Exchange. 
had been a political meeting at the fp SWIFT MacNEILL: And so it was. 


Westminster Palace Hotel, attended mani 
by twenty Liberal Members, and that Mr. _WYNDHAM : The hon. Mem- 
# : ber for South Donegal has made himself 


a message was sent to South Africa and : : 
had not been delivered there. I at once 'eSponsible on more than one occasion for 
that preposterous statement. 


interrupted the hon. Member, and said | 


hon. Gentleman, did he not know that the 
question I addressed to him to-night had 
heen put on the Paper of the House ad- 





that if these charges were made they must! Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And I stick 
Mr. Wyndham, to it. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: It does no harm 
in this country, but in Natal, where the 
loyalist farmer was having his farm burned 
down, where he was being told that the 
game was up and that the Dutch were 
going to sweep the British into the sea, 
that the British were an effete race and 
had no soldiers at their command and 
were the mere tools and playthings of 
these imaginary speculators, the effect 
would be very different, and I ask again, 
would the hon. Member, had he been 
censor, have permitted that message to be 
published ? 
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Captain SINCLAIR: The _ hon. 
Gentleman asked whether I would have 
allowed the first telegram to be published 
in Aliwal North. That means, would I 
have allowed it to be published in a 
district under martial law. That does 
not meet my point at all. That telegram 
was stopped altogether, and was not | 
published at all. I quoted it to prove | 
that the censorship was not merely | 
military, but was also political. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not know 
why the hon. Gentleman interrupted me. 
It is a perfectly clear issue. He thinks 
the message to which he referred ought to 
have been delivered. On the other hand, 
I think it ought not. I do not think 
that hon. Members can persuade the 
House that messages of that character 
should be published, and I am glad to find 
that there is no more in the suspicions 
that have been entertained. Now to come 
to the broader question of an inquiry. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean appeared to agree with 
me that the time for an inquiry and the 
publication of the despatches had not 
arrived. But, as to the censorship, the 
right hon. Gentleman said that the press 
messages as to the battle at Nicholson’s 
Nekand Lombard’s Kop, in the earlier stage 
of the war, were censored. I have no doubt 
they were, and I imagine that the right 
hon. Gentleman would agree with me 
that, if Sir George White had permitted 
information as to the extent of the loss 
sustained by an army that was being 
invested, and which, as a matter of fact, 
was invested for four anda half months, 
to be given to the outside world, and the 
straits in which he was placed, he would 
not have been able to keep the enemy at 
bay. These questions are not so simple 
as they seem. They cannot be decided | 
by laying down a broad proposition and | 





| 





by saying this ought to be published and ' 
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this ought not. Some amount of dis- 
cretion must be vested in our officers. It 
may be asked, did they exercise that dis- 
cretion wisely ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I only used 
that fact regarding the censorship as 
showing that we knew none of the facts 
with regard to the battle, and that we 
did not know them now. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think what was 
said with regard to the letters from Lady- 
smith rather completes the case as to the 
censorship. | Whether hon. Members 
thought that the military authorities 
were right or wrong, no doubt such com- 
munications as those referred to by the 
hon. Member for Forfar were suppressed 


/ as well as communications as to the state 


of the Army in Ladysmith. That was the 
story of the censorship, and on the facts 
as stated by the Opposition, I say the 
proper course has been followed. The 
right hon. Baronet asked, however, and 


| quite rightly, *‘ Are we never to know the 


real state of the case?” Of course we are. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Why not 


now ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
for South Donegal has Koorn Spruit on 
the brain, Ido not mind taking Koorn 
Spruit as an illustration of my argument. 
The hon. Member for South Donegal 
believes that the Secretary of State and 
myself have been in possession during 
the last few months of a mass of detailed 
information on everything that took 
place at Koorn Spruit. Although the 
War Office promised a despatch on the 
subject two months ago, no despatch 
arrived until about a week ago. The 
reason given for not sending the despatch 
earlier was that although a Report had 
been received from General Broadwood, 
Lord Roberts did not feel justified in 
commenting upon it until he had made 
personal inquiries into all the facts among 
the officers engaged. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Might I 
ask, then, how it comes to pass that in 
connection with the engagement at Koorn 
Spruit no fewer than four Victoria 
Crosses were advertised a fortnight ago, 
with all the details set out, if we know 
nothing about the despatch ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is a matter of 
universal practice to confer the rewards 
for individual acts of gallantry on the 
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field on the immediate recommendation 
of officers. There can be no doubt about 
the gallantry of men who risk their lives 
to save the guns, when that act is wit- 
nessed by one hundred and fifty persons ; 
but as to the action itself there may be 
the gravest doubt as to the apportion- 
ment of the blame, if blame has to be 
apportioned, between the general in chief 
command and the subordinate officers. 
The Commander-in-Chief was well ad- 
vised after receiving General Broadwood s 
despatch in waiting for the opportunity 
to examine the officers commanding the 
regiments of cavalry and the battery of 
artillery. It does not follow that be- 
cause Lord Roberts’s despatch was re- 
ceived a week ago that this is the 
moment for publishing it to the House 
and to the world. I do not think it is. 
The despatches do not arrive in 
chronological order ; and there is a great 
deal to be said against publishing the 
criticism of strategic and tactical opera- 
tions in the field, while the ofticers con- 
cerned still retain the confidence of the 
Commander-in-Chief. Whether we are 
right or whether we are wrong, the 
Government do not propose to publish 
these despatches until the end of the war. 
[“Oh!”] At the end of the war there 
will be a full publication of all that bears 
upon these points which are of the greatest 
interest, and more particularly on the 
point that there have been very large 
surrenders on the part of our men. That 
is a question which must be most care- 
fully and searchingly inquired into. No 
one feels that with greater conviction than 
the Government, the Commander-in-Chief, 
and the Adjutant-General ; but that being 
so, how unfair would it not be to do any- 
thing which might prejudge the conclu- 
sions at which we should arrive? I do 
not think it will be found that our men 
have failed to show the stubbornness 
which characterised their forefathers ; but 
whatever might be the result in the 
interests of the Army and the nation, 
the question should not be prejudged. 
The right hon. Baronet asked me 
pointedly whether there had not been a 
saving in connection with the Royal 
Reserve regiments which might be used 
as an appropriation in aid. There has 
not been any such saving,and the Reserves 
will cost all the money taken for them in 
the Estimates. I do not propose to 
reargue the question of the equipment of 
the Reserves. I have admitted that 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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there have been hitches in supplying 
equipment and armament, but I have also 
said that these hitches have not been due 
to the fact that the equipment and arma- 
ment were not obtainable, but to the fact 
that the applications had not been made 
at the proper time and to the prcper 
quarter. It is a fact that in some of the 
military districts requests are not put 
forward with that promptitude and 
accuracy which are necessary, largely, 
because general officers commanding 
districts have been left so long 
without any responsibility and without 
the right to move a finger on their own 
behalf that the sense of responsibility and 
initiative is only coming to them some- 
what slowly. In respect to one or two 
articles of equipment a portion of the 
delay has been due to the difficulty of 
getting supplies from the trade, but the 
greater part of it has been due to what I 
may call want of practice in the proper 
working of the powers conferred under 
the new system of decentralisation. I 
hope I have made that point clear to the 
Committee. The right hon. Baronet also 
asked a question as to what was being 
done in order to carry out the avowed 
intention of the Government with refer- 
ence to making some provision for the 
widows of the men who have died in the 
war. That question is being worked out 
de die in diem, but it has not been possible 
to arrive at a solution or to frame a 
scheme in time for the present Estimate. 
The question will, however, be dealt with 
in the Estimate next year 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The point I 
put was a specific point as to the short- 
ness of horses at the present time in the 
Orange Colony. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Now I recollect 
the right hon. Baronet’s argument. It 
is not easy to carry all these arguments 
in one’s mind. The right hon. Baronet’s 
argument was an inference. He inferred 
from the disposition of the troops that 
had there been more remounts greater 
progress would have been made. _ | feel 
hardly justified in offering another set of 
hypotheses. All I know is that we have 
sent an enormous number of remounts to 
South Africa, and we have no reason to 
believe that we have not sent all the 
horses asked for. We have sent in all 
111,000 remounts, including cavalry and 
mounted infantry horses. I see the 
Leader of the Opposition in his place. 
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He asked me some questions in refer- 
ence to our policy of reserves of stores. I 
would be glad to enter into the 
matter at greater length more 
gallant friend the Member for, Great 
Yarmouth, and, indeed, I think it is a 
subject which well deserves the attention 
of the Committee. I will not argue 
again whether the War Office has been in 
fault in not putting this policy forward 
sooner, and I have shown it is not the 
outcome of this war, because it was com- 
menced before the war. The policy is on 
all fours with the policy pursued in 
respect to the Navy—that is to say, a 
sum will be asked for in the Estimates 
next year as the first instalment of a 
total to be spread over three years, and 
when that sum is voted by a Committee 
of the House it will be held in respect to 
the Army as a sum is now held in respect 
to the Navy, and the Government and 
Parliament will be honourably pledged to 
the manufacturers of this country to 
continue the orders given to them on 
that basis. Having established that 
reserve by that means, the 
part of the policy is that it should be 
automatically maintained at that level, 
and if that is done we will be in a better 
position than ever before if Imperial 
danger or emergency arises. If hon. 
Members who have not asked questions 
will bear with me, I will answer the hon. 
Members who have, although the answers 
may only be of interest to the particular 
hon. Members who put the questions. 
The hon. and gallant Gentleman for 
South-east Essex referred to what he 
called a policy of concealment, and also 
stated that the responsibility for the 
Koorn Spruit affair must be a matter of 
common knowledge to the troops in South 
Africa. I submit to the Committee that 
the fact that Lord Roberts himself, as 
Commander-in-Chief, was not able until 
the other day to come to a conclusion 
and felt it necessary to take a consider- 
able amount of evidence on the matter 
shows that there has been no policy of 
concealment. Then my hon. and gallant 
friend entered into a somewhat pessi- 
mistic analysis of the number of troops 
whom we may expect to return from 
South Africa, and I think he took 
an unduly gloomy view of the situa- 
tion. We have in South Africa 
now 150,000 Regulars. 
certain number of them are 
Reserve, but they will all return. 
as to the force at home. 
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' 118,000 Regulars, 72,000 Militia, 8,000 


Yeomanry, and 250,000 enrolled Volun- 
teers. A good deal has been said in the 
course of the debate that the force at 
home is not a field force. In a sense, 
that is quite true ; but did anyone expect 
that there would be a field force in this 
country when more than two army corps, 
a cavalry division, and troops for the lines 
of communication had been sent out ? 
These are sometimes called admissions on 
the part of the Government. They are 
not admissions; they are statements of 
fact within the common knowledge of 
every Member of the House and of every 
man in the country who takes the slightest 
interest in military affairs. The fact is, we 
are approaching the standard of establish- 
ment which will enable us to send 
two army corps out of the country 
towards the end of a great naval 
struggle with a first-class Power. If 
we have sent that number of troops 
out of the country, it follows they do not 
remain in the country, and that the 
troops which are in the country are 
largely the machine which created that 
army, and which created and maintains 
the army in Egypt, India, and the 
Colonies. That machine is capable, 
stiffened as it is by the Royal Reserve— 
which for that purpose has been most 
valuable—of being moulded into a field 
force. On the question of the Army 
Medical Corps I think I have said all 
that need be said. Then my hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Lincoln 
addressed a few questions to me. He 
asked me if the Volunteers and _ the 
Imperial Yeomanry would be allowed to 
go to their homes when invalided home. 
Yes, Sir, certainly. Imay say that 
invalided soldiers come hack automatically 
to hospital, and when they reach the con- 
valescent stage they have the choice of 
either going into a _ convalescent 
home or returning to their own homes. 
A sum on account is given to a man in 
this position—not as a rule the whole of 
the arrears due to him, because it has 
been proved by experience that it is 
better to give a man £7 under such cir- 
cumstances than to give him £15 or £20. 
The hon. Member for Wandsworth put a 
question on a subject which fills many of 
us with great concern, and which must 
command the marked sympathy of all. 
We know how many there are at present 
whose nearest and dearest relatives are in 
the sad situation of being prisoners in 
the hands of the Boers and the hon. 
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Member, not at all unnaturally under the 
circumstances, asked whether the Govern- 
ment were doing all in their power in 
the matter. Yes, Sir, I think the Govern- 
ment is doing all that lies in its power in 
order to get correspondence and comforts 
and clothing to these prisoners. The 
question is not a very easy one. The 
hon. Member asked me why the War 
Office did not co-operate with the 
Foreign Office and the Colonial Office. 
That has been the procedure which has 
been followed since the very outbreak of 
the war for this very purpose. At the 
outbreak of the war President Kruger 
—acting, of course, well within his rights, 
since diplomatic relations necessarily 
ceased—declined to permit any emissary 
of the Government to have access, direct 
or indirect, to any British prisoner in the 
hands of the Boers, although he allowed 
Mr. Hay, the representative of the United 
States, to act as an intermediary—a con- 
cession which he was not bound to make. 
He also laid down that if any Govern- 
ment assistance were sent to the aid of 
the prisoners the Government of the 
South African Republic would no longer 
allow private assistance to reach them. 
Largely, however, through the efforts of 
Mr. Hay a hetter understanding was 
arrived at, and the conditions were some- 
what modified. Consul General Croal, 
at Lorenzo Marques, was also able 
to be of great assistance as an inter 
mediary, but, for reasons not within 


his knowledge, the President of the 
South African Republic would no 
longer permit Mr. Croal to act in that 


capacity, and stated that he wished all 
representations in respect to the prisoners 
to reach him through Lord Roberts. 
That being the wish of President Kruger 
we have asked Lord Roberts to spare no 
effort to secure the object which the hon. 
Member and all of us have so much at 
heart. With regard to China and the 
expeditionary force of 11,000 men which 
we are sending there, I have already ex- 
plained that the money taken in this 
Estimate is sutticient for the prime and 
recurring charges of such a force, and an 
equal sum has “been provided in case the 
situation in the Far East should demand 
considerable reinforcements. As to the 
question of policy, that is not one on 
which I am prepared to embark. 


Mr. WARNER: The discussion has 


travelled over such very wide grounds 
Mr, Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 
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that I do not think it would be wise to 
press my motion for a reduction as a 
protest against the mismanagement of the 
War Office. I should, however, have 
liked to receive an answer to my accusa- 
tion against the transport system in 
South Africa. It would have been more 
satisfactory if the Under Secretary for 
War could have contradicted my charge. 
I gather from letters I have seen that the 
majority of the forces under Lord Roberts 
have for the last three months been on 
half rations and without pay. That, I 
think, is evidence of a serious breakdown. 
Transport diificulties have also been 
responsible for a great reduction of 
hospital accommodation, and apparently, 
through some serious, some criminal 
mistake, the whole transport has been 
miserably inadequate. That is the charge 
I have made, and [ am sorry it has not 
been contradicted. I should have been 
glad to press my motion for a reduction 
if it could have been taken as applying to 
the negligence of War Office officials and 
the Government, but, as the debate has. 
ranged over much wider grounds, I do. 
not feel justified in pressing it, and I 
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| therefore ask leave to withdraw. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) wished to say a few words 
as to the treatment of prisoners by the 
Boers. He thought the information 
recently received would scarcely tend to 
reassure the relatives in this country of 
prisoners held by the Boers. The hon. 
Gentleman had told them that com- 
munications with respect to prisoners 
must pass through Lord Roberts, and, 
if the statement was true that Lord 
Roberts had turned thousands of Boer 
women and children out of Pretoria, and 
driven them into the field of battle, it 
was very much to be regretted. They 
had been unable to get any information 
from the Government on the point, but he 
ventured to assert that such a barbarous 
and inhuman practice was altogether out- 
side the usages of civilised warfare, and he 
doubted very much if ever before such a 
thing had been done by a civilised people. 
No one could doubt Lord Roberts's 
courage, and no one had hitherto doubted 
his humanity, and he could only say that 
such conduct as this, 
true, was the conduct of a panic-stricken 
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soldier. 
assured on this point, especially if we 
expected the Boers to extend decent treat- 
ment to the British troops they had cap- 
tured. The Committee was now asked to 
vote a sum of eleven and a half millions. 
As to Members who had no expert know- 
ledge of military affairs, it was impossible 
particularly as so much interest has 
been shown in it by my hon. and 
that they could pass any judgment on the | 


details of the expenditure on Army | 


organisation. But he, for one, did doubt 
very much whether we had got value for 
the money we had expended on our Army 
in past years. That expenditure for the 
past five years had ranged from seventeen 


to twenty millions annually, and the | 


material result of the outlay was 
now concentrated in the Transvaal. 
Not only had we all our Army | 


out there, but we had got in 


addition large numbers of Yeomanry and | 
Let the Committee contrast | 


colonists. 
the results of our own outlay with what 
we saw our opponents doing in the 
Transvaal, and then he thought it would 
be admitted that everybody ‘concerned in 
Army administration in this country 
ought to hide their heads inshame. The 


Government were now asking for exactly | 


double the sum which the Transvaal 
Government had spent on its army | 
during the last five years. That expen- 
diture was £80,000 in 1895, £495,000 in 


1896, £386,000 in 1897, and in no year | 

But, taking | 
it sufficed to | 
enable the burghers to collect sutticient | 


had it been over a million. 
the total at five millions, 


war material to hold the entire British 
Army at bay for ten months—an Army on 
which we had spent a hundred millions 
in the same period. And in addition we 
had incurred a war expenditure of sixty 
millions. We had been told that the | 
Transvaal Government was a corrept 
oligarchy, which pocketed half the 
money voted for public purposes. There- | 
fore, half the five millions must have 


gone into the pockets of President Kruger | 


and his colleagues, and that made the 
contrast all the more striking. We ought | 
to bring this war to a speedy conclusion, 
not so much on account of the Boers, but 
to spare England the humiliation she 
was suffering in the face of the 
whole world by reason of the lament- 
able position of affairs in South 
Africa. It was admitted that we had 
220,000 troops out there, while the Boers 
had only about 20,000. We had drawn 
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our supplies from every country in the 
world ; and our fleets were bringing them 
across every ocean, whereas the Boers had 
only the armaments and food supplies 
they were enabled to collect before the 
war started, and had only had five 


millions to spend on them. Yet they 
| were still holding us at bay; they had 
| frequently out - generalled us, and had 


| often defeated us. He thought that the 
best thing this country could ‘do would be 
to endeavour to come to honourable terms 
of peace as soon as possible, and to engage 
some of the Boer generals, like de Wet, 
to re-organise our Army and endeavour 
to place it on a more satisfactory footing. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said that, 
although the debate commenced at. half- 
past four, that was the first opportunity 
Irish Members had had of voicing the 
views of their constituents, among whom 
were to be found the relatives of Irish 
soldiers whose lives had been so merci- 
lessly, so cruelly, and so wickedly sacri- 
ficed in this atrocious guinea-pig war. He 
would be the last man in the world to 
complain of the attitude of the Under 
Secretary for War, who discharged his 
duties in so able and often-time in so 
sympathetic a way, but he did complain of 
the ditficulty experienced in getting clear 
| answers to questions, some of which he had 
repeatedly asked during the last six months. 
The hon. Gentleman has been congratu- 
lated on his powers of splendid evasion. 
He believed the compliment was richly 
deserved. Splendid evasion has been the 
manner of the hon. Gentleman in answer- 
ing the questions he had addressed to him. 
|Splendid evasion! If he were less 
courteous he might describe it by another 
word. In order to show the hon. Gen 
feeney: that he was not afraid to speak 
what he could only insinuate through the 
| medium of questions he would tell him 
‘what he meant in the plainest manner. 
He believed the War Oifice to be a hot- 
bed of favouritism, corruption, and pollu- 
‘tion. He, that afternoon, asked the hon. 
| Gentleman whether the command of the 
Royal Irish Rifles, which had been ren- 
dered vacant by the death of the gall: unt 
soldier who led his regiment at Storm- 
berg and was fataily wounded, would be 
given to one of his Trish colleagues or to 
an Englishman. The hon. Gentleman 
would not tell him what it was proposed 
to do in the back parlour in Pall Mall 
against Irish soldiers. Was he justified 
when he said that it was an atrocious 
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thing not to give the command to a com- 
patriot of the officer who fell on the 
battle-field? This was the way that 
Irishmen in the field were treated. He 


wanted to put it plainly to the 
House. There was something to be said 


for passing over officers of the Royal 
Irish Rifles. They were Irishmen drawn 
from the small professional class. 
were common fellows like himself, and 
they were passed over. He was justified 
in saying that the War Office system was 
one of corruption. The Irish Rifles were 
not the only. persons who had something 
to complain of in connection with this un- 
just war. When the Inniskilling Fusi- 
liers left Queenstown they were 1,145 
strong, and he saw from the jingo prints 
that when the regiment turned up at 
Colenso, three weeks ago, there was only 
a remnant left. Two colonelcies became 
vacant, one by the death of Colonel 
Thackeray. Who received the rewards of 
valour in the field when these vacancies 
were filled? They were not Irishmen. The 
War Office was a sink of pollution. Now 
he came to another item. He was much 
obliged to the First Lord of the Treasury 
for not moving the closure. He was sure 
they would be pleased that he had some- 
thing to say in favour of the right hon. 
Gentleman. The Under Secretary strug- 
gled in deep water about the Military 
Press censorship. The censor was a Whip 
of the Conservative Party, and so the 
office was well manipulated for political pur- 
poses. On the 6th March last Mr. Winston 
Churchill telegraphed from Natal that 


he had had an interview with Sir George | 


White immediately after the relief of 
Ladysmith. That telegram was published 
in the Morning Post on 8th March. Sir 
George White said in that interview that 
he had been shamefully treated by the 
War Office; that he had been intrigued 
against by the War Office, and that he 
had been kept in his position by the most 
gallant Sir Redvers Buller. He asked the 
right hon. Gentleman about that telegram, 
and:he assumed a mighty tone and would 
notanswer. Sir George White had never 
denied that he used that observation, and 
Sir Redvers Buller had never stated that 
he did not protect Sir George White 
against the intrigue of the War Office. 
Was that the reason why Sir Redvers 
Buller was mentioned with censure in the 


Spion Kop despatches? These things 


were extremely interesting. He regarded 
Lord Lansdowne, the Secretary of State 
Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


{COMMONS} 


They | 


(Supplementary) Estimate. 1632 


| for War, as a gentleman who ought not 
to be entrusted with any public office. 
He would tell the Committee why. A 
gentleman who suggested to Sir Redvers 
Buller to re-write a despatch in order 
that the English public should get a 
garbled account of a transaction was un- 
worthy of public confidence. As long as 
that gentleman occupied that position he 
did not consider that the life of any 


common soldier was in any degree 
in security. He _ believed that 
everything that was suppressed in 


the despatches was suppressed, not for 
strategic, but for political purposes. He 
supposed there was no man with a year’s 
experience in the Army who did not be- 
lieve in his heart and soul that Lord 
Methuen, the hero of Magersfontein, was 
a miracle of incompetency. The de- 
spatches that he first sent were never 
published. They were revised and edited 
in the War Office for public consumption. 
On 5th July the right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury, replying 
to the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Cockermouth, said that many of the 
despatches in reference to the war would 
be published in a fortnight. Now they 
heard from the Under Secretary for War 
that the despatches were not to be pub- 
lished until the end of the war. ‘That 
meant that they were not to be published 
before the General Election. The people 
were not to know how the campaign had 
been mismanaged. The Under Secretary 
had a kind of hankering after Koorn 
Spruit. Who was the officer guilty of the 
Koorn Spruit disaster? Their curiosity 
had been whetted by the Spion Kop 
despatches. The hon. Gentleman did not 
say it at the time, but it appeared that 
some great man had been involved in it. 
Who was the Koorn Spruit hero! 
Was not Lord Kitchener himself the 
Koorn Spruit hero? Why had Lord 
Kitchener's name been kept back! 
Why had not Colonel Long’s despatch 
and his vindication of himself against the 
censure of Sir Redvers Buller not been 
published ? It was scandalous that it had 
not been. On the first day of the en- 
gagement at Paardeberg there were 1,500 
men disabled. It was the most disastrous 
day of the whole war. Lord Kitchener, 
and he alone, was in supreme command, 
and Lord Roberts’ comments on Lord 
| Kitchener had never been published. 
Lord Kitchener considered the lives of 
| common soldiers just as an engine-driver 
\ 
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considered the coal put into the furnace to 
be consumed in order to proceed a certain 
number of miles. As they were aware, 
medical officers protested against the 
insufficiency of ambulances, and wounded 
men had to travel down to the base 
hospital in Cape carts without springs. He 
felt he must apologise for pressing the 
hon. Gentleman for information on one 
matter. The hon. Gentleman was the last 
person in the world with whom he would 
like to quarrel; for he behaved in a 
manner of singular nobility to a political 
opponent some years ago when he was 
the subject of an abominable charge, and 
went into the box to support the evidence 
as to character. But would he not now 
do for Colonel Long, who was a gallant 
soldier, what he did for a_ political 
opponent in the Law Courts? 
Why had not Colonel Long’s despatch been 
published ? Would not Lord Lansdowne 
allow it? Sir Redvers Buller, in his de- 
spatch with reference to Colenso, censured 
Colonel Long, but said also he was too ill 
to give his own account. Well, Colonel 
Long had recovered, yet his account had 
never been published. | On the previous 
day he gave the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord from memory an account of 
the various surrenders and captures of 
sritish troops by the Boers, from Nichol- 
son’s Nek down to Roodeval. The right 
hon. Gentleman admitted that some of 
the men so captured had been released, 
and were now actually engaged in hostili- 
ties. He was asked if before the men 
went back to duty an inquiry was held 
into the causes of their surrender or cap- 
ture. He got no satisfactory reply, and 
he ventured to tell the right hon. Gentle- 
man that if no inquiry had been held then 
there had been a gross violation of the 
Queen’s Regulations. Was Lord Lans- 
downe, because he happened to be an 
Irish landlord, and a bad one, to be 
allowed to ride rough-shod over the Army 
tegulations ? There was another instance 
he would like to inquire into. Just before 
Magersfontein a certain colonel refused to 
obey a command of Lord Methuen— 
“dashing Methuen,” as he was called. 
The ground of the refusal was that his 
horses were worn out and that the men 
had long been without food. That colonel 
Gough had never been court-martialled, 
lest it should compromise Methuen. 
What influence was there behind 
Methuen, whose policy had resulted in a 
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sacrifice of 1,500 human lives, in addition | 


to the maiming of 3,000 men? Why was 
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he being kept in office ? Again, General 
Sir William Butler was kept in office solely 
because he would then be unable, without 
a breach of military discipline, to disclose 
the nature of the despatches he sent home 
in September last, describing his fears as 
to the campaign, and prophesying the 
calamities that would come from it. The 
hon. Gentleman, no doubt, had shown 
delightful optimism throughout. In order 
to qualify for his office he was for some 
months a sub-lieutenant in a domestic 
regiment. He also went out to the 
Egyptian War and behaved very gallantly ; 
but he must say he could not understand 
how anyone who had seen and realised 
what war was could talk so lightly, he 
had almost said so unfeelingly, of the 
miseries and trials of the men, and the 
tortures and agonies of their relatives at 
home. It was all owing to his hero 
worship of Cecil Rhodes. It was hateful 
to any man of sensibility that the lives 
and fortunes of our gallant fellows should 
be treated as mere pawns on the chess- 
board in the hands of incompetent and 
corrupt officials of the War Office, and 
that this should be done in the interests 
of society, and not of the people. He 
remembered the delight shown in Radical 
circles when abolition of purchase in the 
Army was brought about, but he failed 
to see that the good anticipated had 
resulted, and he grieved to know that 
the lives of his fellow-countrymen had 
been sacrificed by the disastrous incom- 
petence of an abominable, corrupt, and 
belated War Office. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that when a. 
Vote was brought forward to increase the 
sum granted for war expenditure to. 
sixty-one millions, it was time that the 
Irish Members—the representatives of a 
people and of a poor country wholly op- 
posed to the war—should, even at that 
late hour, raises their voices in protest. 
The attitude of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham in re- 
gard to the sacrifices involved in this war 
took his mind back to the days of Nero 
and Caligula. He could well imagine 
Nero in his palace, before ordering the 
wild beasts to be set free to spring upon. 
the Christians, saying, in reply to some 
remonstrance which might have been 
addressed to him by one of his Ministers, 
“What does it matter about the suffering 
of the people?” This was a question 
whether Paganism or Christianity was 
right; and we nowhad the Paganism of the 
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twentieth century delivered by the Oracle 
at Birmingham. The Irish Members were 
asked that night to give their votes in 
favour of the continuance of a war founded 
upon most debased principles, and to vote 
for the war, although it had been proved 
that their countrymen had been among 
the bravest and the best. Let it not be 
supposed that in the protest they were 
offering they were insensible to the part 
which Irishmen had borne in the war. 
They regretted that the places of those 
who had fallen were not taken by com- 
rades of their own blood, and that the 
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promotion should be snatched by 
strangers. They also regretted that 


gallant soldiers—and this was a matter 
that must occupy a prominent place in the 
minds of Irishmen—who found themselves 
for a moment under a cloud had been 
hustled home and had not received the 
justice to which they were entitled under 
military law. Men who bore the scars of 
conflict, men in the position of Colonel 
Gough, had been driven into silence, while 
men who ordered the massacre of soldiers 
were allowed to remain in command. He 
did not blame the hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary for War. He passed no 
comment on his conduct. He knew that 
no man could sympathise more than the 
hon. Gentleman with a gallant soldier, 
whether private or commander. Before 
he took the position to which he had been 
elevated he had known what it was to 
have a soldier’s portion. Nor would he 
offer any criticism upon Lord Lansdowne. 
The noble Lord was an Irish landlord, 
and it might be supposed that in his 
criticism he might be influenced by 
the hostility that prevailed towards 
him. For his part he would never 
sever himself from any Lrishman, whether 
Protestant or Catholic, Liberal or Tory. 
He was for Irishmen, and he said that 
no mane who had the suggestion or 
shadow of disgrace placed upon his name 
should have been denied justice. They 
awaited justification. Fancy a man 
in the position of a commander of 
cavalry, having won his spurs on a 
hundred fields, being placed upon half- 
pay by the British Government, and 
denied the trial to which he would have 
been entitled if he had committed the 
lowest fraud known to a_pawnshop. 
Where was the justification for this? 
He passed no criticism on Lord Methuen 
or Lord Roberts. He was not able to do 
so. He had not sufficient knowledge of 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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would say no more. 
but that there might be exceptions, but, 
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military tactics, never having been with 
a squadron in the field, to say where the 
blame lay in these matters. He had read 
in The Times of the previous day a letter, 
signed “A,” about the treatment of the 
Irish regiments at a place called Lindley. 
The writer said that his son was in that 
engagement. “A” was the initial of 
Lord Ashbourne, and that noble Lord 
had a son in an Irish Yeomany regiment. 
That Irish regiment, consisting of 800 
gallant young men, on reaching Lindley 
found the place in the possession of the 
Boers. They held out for four days, 
being obliged to live on one spoonful 
of jam and two cups of coffee in 
the twenty-four hours, and in the 
end, when their ammunition gave out, 
they were obliged, after the loss of 
seventy five or eighty men killed, to sub- 
mit to the last resort of drave men—sur- 
render. This writer in Zhe Times asked 
why it was that on board one of Her 
Majesty’s ships the smallest matters were 
made the subject of court-martial, while 
in regard to matters of Army discipline 
high placed officials were simply ordered 
to return to their homes? He did not 
know. Whatever their political views 
might be, they were entitled to ask for 
executive justice, and, if necessary, for 
punitive justice in regard to all these 
matters. Let it not be supposed that, 
however much Irish Members were 
opposed to the war, their hearts did not 
thrill either with the defeat or victory of 
their fellow-countrymen. Much as he 
deplored the miseries of the war, much as 
he hated the very name of annexation, 
the conduct of the Irish regiments in the 
British service was as much a portion of 
the fame and glory of the Irish race as if 
they fought in the service of Ireland her- 
self. Were all these matters to be passed 
over? He did not blame the Government 
when he came to the smaller matters of 
detail. Whether a wounded soldier had 
a blanket, or a waterproof sheet, or no 
sheet at all, was a matter that might be 
accounted for. If there was no doctor or 
stretcher-bearer at the moment, he was 
quite aware that there might be an 
explanation of their absence. But 
when they got an offender home in 
the cool of Pall Mall, a man under a 
cloud, why was his conduct not to be in- 
vestigated ? That was his presentation 
of the demand, and upon that matter he 
He did not believe 
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taking Ministers in the mass, they had no 
desire to turn this war to the benefit of 
the election. He believed if they took 
English Ministers for generations they 
would find that there was a tradition 
which descended to them and prevented 
them from availing themselves of the 
mere strategems of war for Party pur- 
poses. He passed from that and he 
came to the charge which fell upon Ire- 
iand in consequence of this Vote. He 
protested against it, firstly, as a charge 
which they should never have been called 
upon to bear, and secondly, as a charge 
out of which Great Britain had all the 
profit and Ireland all the loss. He would 
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not go minutely into this question, but he | 


thought it would be a profound stigma 
on the Irish name if they did not. when 
opportunity arose, offer some word of 
protest on this subject. Ireland could 
have no gain, no advantage, or honour 
from this war. We had _ spent 
£62,000,000. Where had the money 
gone? To every nation in Europe, to 
almost every nation under heaven. They 
had all gained some little thing out of 
this war, except Ireland. We had gone 
to Bohemia, Chicago, Germany, Austria, 
France and Italy, and we had even 
gone to Spain, but from the nation 
from which our most gallant soldiers 
were drawn we had bought an occa- 
sional horse when we could not buy 
one elsewhere. Outside of that, not 
a sixpence had been spent in Ireland. 
What was the inference to be drawn from 
these facts? Khaki tunics and cart- 
ridges could not be ordered, for some 
paltry excuse, and although Ireland was 
linked to this country it was not to be 
allowed to supply any of the goods for 
the purchase of which it was so heavily 
taxed. The Moors were linked with 
Spain for 700 years, but were put out in 
the end, and in a similar way the union 
hetween Great Britain and Ireland would 
be terminated unless the former changed 
her policy in these matters. They had 
been told that night that it would be 
necessary to maintain a garrison in South 
Africa for some years of 40,000 men. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: 30,000. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Well, 30,000 
men would, in future, have to be main- 
tained in the Transvaal. Ireland would 
have to pay a proportion of the cost of 
that. They would have to pay for horses 
and provender, and for worsted stockings 
and khaki jackets for the use of men 
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‘nurtured at the breasts of Irish mothers ; 
but what were they to get out of it? If 
‘the war wis a commercial investment 
'what would be Ireland’s share? The idea 
of a tax on the mines had been repudiated. 
The Government had now to take their 
orders from the mining classes. When 
the war broke out we were told there 
was something like a thousand millions of 
gold in the Transvaal. T'woand a half per 
cent. on that would largely help to pay 
the cost of the war, but the Jews 
rose up and forbade that, so the people of 
this country were to be made to pay. Was 
Ireland to gain any advantage from this 
war? If not why should she be asked to 
pay any share of the cost? She had 
already paid dearly with blood. Lreland 
was involved in an unhappy partnership, 
and he wanted to see her put in the 
position of Jersey and Guernsey—allowed 
to grow her own crops and to have her 
own Parliament. Great Britain recruited 
her Army in [Ireland and extracted out of 
the necessities of the people a heavy 
contribution of flesh and blood. Why 
not be content with that, and refrain from 
imposing this horrible war tax upon 
them? He begged to move to reduce 
the Vote by eight millions. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a reduced sum, not exceeding 
£3,500,000, be granted for the said 
Service.” —(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said he 
wished to join in resisting the Vote for 
war expenditure. Irish Members had 
been consistent throughout in their 
opposition to the war—they had con- 
tinually protested against it ; and bearing 
in mind that ten months had elapsed 
without any substantial success having 
been gained by our troops, he thought it 
would be admitted that the Irish Mem- 
bers were right and that the Government 
were wrong. ‘The Irish had special claims 
to resist this unjust and iniquitous war. 
They were taxed out of all proportion to 
what was their fair share, and yet they 
were being asked to vote money for 
gratuities to the troops engaged in that 
miserable strife. What value were they 
to get in return? Irish money had helped 
to pay for the training of the officers, 
but what credit had they proved to this 
nation from a military point of view ? 
Under the present system the great object 
of our military training was to see that 
the men’s hair was properly cut, and that 

‘the cook-houses were kept clear. A couple 
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of years of that work was sufficient to 


turn any officer into a prig of the first | 
| houses 


water, and it was not to be wondered at, 


therefore, that there had been so many | 


disgraceful surrenders of large bodies of 


our men to bodies of Boers inferior both | 


in numbers and in arms. At one place, 
after ten men had been killed, 5V0 officers 
and men surrendered ; at another, after 
three officers had been killed, another 500 
officers and men surrendered, and at a 
third, after seven had been killed, eighteen 
officers and 400 men surrendered. And 
then when our troops did gain a victory 
they utilised their triumph for the pur- 
pose of wreaking merciless vengeance on 
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for waging war on helpless women and 
children and the burning and looting of 
in the manner described by 
English correspondents whose letters had 
been quoted. We talked about Chinese 
horrors, and the savagery of the “ Boxers,” 
yet he thought the troops of this Christian 
nation were committing acts in the Trans- 
vaal which were equal to anything that 
had been done by those wretched fiends 
the Boxers in Peking. Half the money 
they were asked to vote that night was 
to suppress the Boxers. If there was 
such a thing as equal law and justice, 
instead of voting money to suppress the 
Chinese marauders they would be voting 


the unfortunate 
district, and he 
ing descriptions of 
which our troops 


had 


inhabitants of the two Boer 
He supposed that some of the money 
voted by Parliament would be paid as 
gratuities to officers—-the men responsible 
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Question put. 


money to suppress the outrages in South 
He protested against any money 
being voted for the continuance of such 
infamous proceedings. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 12; 
(Division List No. 246.) 


Tanner, Charles Kearns 

Tully, Jasper 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
Mr. Dona! Sullivan. 
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In pursuance of the Order of the House 
to sit again upon Speaker adjourned the House without 
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